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Art. I. Extraéts from the Diary of a Lover of Literature. 
4to. pp. 250. ll. 1s. Race, Ipf{wich; Longman, Lon- 
don. 1810. 


TH EY who are in the habit of complaining that the art of 
book-making is too much encouraged, and that its ef. 
fe€ts increafe too rapidly, will not congratulate themfelves 
on the appearance of this volume. Should it become an ex- 
ample, executors and pofthumous friends will be deprived 
of one fource of pleafure and profit; and any gentleman who 
has amufed his leifure or foothed his pride by entering in a 
Diary, the books he has read, the fights he has feen, and 
the converfations in which he has mixed, may expand the 
matter with remarks, made. eithér at the time or afterward, 
and oblige the world with a neat quarto,—price only one 
guinea. A diary begun fourteen, and finifhed ten years be- 
fore the period of publication, can hardly be interefting from 
its application to temporary fubjeéts; and, with refpe& to 
thofe which are more permanent, the form of a journal is 
too defultory for profound thinking, or for e val and 
fy fematic illuftration. 

But without being profound or fyflematic, a egrie! of 
thoughts, fa&s, and opinions may be entertaining, inftructive, 
aud ufeful. It may; but thé great probability is that it wilk 

I not. 
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ndt. Who is the man whofe cold, feparate refle@tions, not 
clicited by argument, shadiiled by. comasadiction. or enforced 
by practical illuflration, can afford inftru@ion or real enter- 
tainment, on fubjccts about which all nen think in fome de- 
gree, but on which few take pains to meditate attentively, 
until the defire of fludy, or the neceffity of forming a fyftem 
obliges them to confult authors of deep and extenfive infor- 
mation? Who can hopeto inform or intereft the great mafs 
of readers by brief occafional remarks. on fome huo- 
dreds_of Jauthors, divines and Ratefmen, befide incidental 
notices of paffing events and public charafters ? Who is the 
man, who with prudence could ventare on {uch a publica. 
tion ? 

Thefe queftions appear to us very difficult to folve, for 
objections arife in the mind againft every profeffion, rank 
and age, and againft all kinds of cireumftances and eonnec- 
tions. ‘The attempt, however, is made, and we muft learn 
from the work itfelf: by whom. . The author is a barrifter, 
who having, as it fhould feem from dates, a great deal of 
leifure from the purfuits of: his profeflion,- amufes himfelf 
with mifcellaneous reading. He feems to have a little Greek, 
a fair portion of Latin and French, and Italian enough to 
read a moderately eafy poet with a tranflation by his fide. 
To this gentleman, on the izth of September, 1796, 4 
thought occurred. 


_ © On this day,”’ he fays, ‘* the twenty-feventh anniverfary 
(as Gibbon, in ftately language, would defcribe it} of my birth, 
I begin a regifter of my obfervations and reflections :—a tafe 
which I deeply Jament has been fo long deferred, but which I am 
refolved to profecute with vigour, now it is begun; anticipating 
much delight from the review it will enable me to take of my 
occupations and purfuits, and of the feelings and opinions with 
which they were accompanied.’’ 


Determined to give an early proof of his vigour, he falls 
to work the fame evening, and attacks ‘* Temple on the 
Origin of Government,” and ** Gulliver’s Travels.’"”. Day 
by Tar for five years, according to the evidence of his pub- 
lication, he continued reading, walking, talking, vifiting, 
and infpecting, and always noting in his book the feelings 
and opinions to which his purfuits and occupations gave rife. 
In this manner he colleéted, we doubr not, a large mals of 
paper covered with words; and ye believe, tor we have fome 
notion of the effects of folitary vanity, that he received much 
delight from the perufal of his own commemorations. In, 
or Sant 1810, a new thought ftruck him; he would cut or* 


copy 
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copy a certain number of pages from his Diary, to edify the 
public with his feelings and opinions, To account for this 
whimfy is entirely owt of our power. Our notions of the 
effefis of vanity, and our difpofition to allow very largely for 
impulfes of that paflion, beyond the inftantes which Gur own 
oblervation and reading fupply, afford us no means of divin- 
ing how the prefent publication could be devifed and exe- 
cuted, ‘That the author does not mix largely with the world 
1s apparent, both from the manner of his remarks, and the 
general flatements in his Diary ; but any one of the few he 
feems to affociate with, could have furnifhed irrefiltible rea- 
fons againft the publication. His friend Lord C., for ex- 
ample, or his friend Mr. L., might gently have infinuated, 
that as his knowledge of languages fupplies no remark which 
can abridge the labour of the ftudent, or elucidate the difqui- 
fitions of the learned, as his reflections on the authors he has 
read are trite when trué, and fcarcely {pecious when falfe, as 
his travels are far lefs entertaining and inftructive than any 
equal number of pages extra€ted Sore the books which are 
fold in towns and cities under the denomination of guides, 
and as his vifits to the Opera-houfe and the picture-exhibi- 
tions exhibit him only as a moderate connoiffeur and a {mall 
dilettante, his book would contribute little toward his re- 
nown, and produce no advantage to its readers. Such @ 
friend might have intimated that a guinea is a great deal of 
money to be exatted for anonymous and defultory opinions 
on the poetry of Milton, Horace, Ariofto, Pope and Dry- 
den; on the criticifms of Longinus, Quintilian, and Hurd, 
and on the various compofitions of Johnfon, Burke, Bofwell, 
Parr, and many others, interfperfed with fuperficial reflece 
tions on pafling politics, confpicuous individuals, and peri- 
odical publications. No man could have offered an opinion 
againft the propriety of making fucha journal. It becomes 
every one, according to his talents and his leifure, to feeure 
the power of forming an accurate retrofpect of his atts, 
words, and thoughts ; but perhaps no man, at all verfed in 
human affairs, would have advifed a publication of that 
which can, hardly in any hands, be fo managed as to be ufe- 
ful or delightful to others. 

It does feem to have occurred to the author himfelf that 
his publication might not be very favourably received, and 
his expreffions of hefitation, apprehenfion, and felf-encou- 
tagement reprefent very naturally the flutter of a young 
or whe is called upon to fing her new Italian air. He 
ays; : 


I2 « With 
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© With refpect to my fuccefs in this adventure, if I am not 
generally very fanguine, there are certain moments—under the 
encouraging influence of a balmy air, bright fky, and vigorous 
digeftion—in which I am not altogether without hope. When I 
advert, it is true, to the numerous faults that deform the follow- 
ing pages, all crowding in hideous fucceflion before me—when I 
reflect on the various improvements of which the whole would he 
fufceptible, even under my own mature revifal—above all, when 
I compute what brighter talents and ampler attainments might 
have achieved in a fimilar career—my heart, oppreffed with the 
load of my infirmities, finks in defpondency within me: but 
when I confider, on the other hand, the wretched trafh with which 
the Public is fometimes apparently content to be amufed, my 
{pirits, ina flight degree, revive; I cannot difguife, from my- 
felf, that J am at leait entitled to equal indulgence with /ome of 
thefe candidates for public favour; and in the momentary elation 
of this ignoble triumph, am tempted to anticipate a reception, 
which however moderate and fubdued for an illufion of the fancy, 
may perhaps prove ridiculoufly flattering compared with the ac. 
tual doom that awaits me.’’ 


We fhall produce fome {pecimens from the work, to fhow 
bow far our obfervations on it are well founded, and enable 
the reader to judge of the entertainment to be derived from 
a more general perufal. 

It is our duty to obferve, that on the fubje& of religion, 
this author exhibits himfelfto peculiar difadvantage. He 
appears to be one of thofe, who having elevated themfelves 
toa fancied height in philofophy, difdain the contefts of feéts, 
and treat Revelation with {neering difrefpeét ; afhgning to the 
writers of the Gofpel mere human intelligence, and mere 
human motives. dich {ciolifts decide with an air of auitho- 
rity, and criticize with a peremptory determination on fub- 
volts which they can only have partially viewed, and on 
works which their contraéted line of intelleét does not enable 
them to fathom. To fupport this obfervation, we had mark- 
ed feveral paffages in the book before us, but on more ma- 
ture confideration, we choofe to Jet the remark ftand on our 
own credit, and not to verify it by an extract, or even a re- 
ference, for reafpns that may eafily be gueffed. 

. Turning from ‘* grave to gay,” we will follow the jour- 
nalift to a place of public entertainment, and obferve what 
feelings and opinions he thinks fit to record as arifing at the 
Opera-houfe, On the 5th of June, 1798, after reading Haf- 
lam on infanity, and Jooking over ‘* Godwin’s Memoirs of 


a 


Mrs, Wolflonecraft,”’ he fays ; 


“* Attended 
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«< Attended the Opera in the evening :—I] Barbiere di Sevi- 
glia. Morelli was admirable throughout: but in a cadenza in. 
troduced in a trio at the clofe of the firft act, furpaffed in clear- 
nefs, depth, and volume of tone, and facility, brilliancy, and 
correttnefs of execution, what I had fuppofed poffible for the hu- 
man voice ; efpecially, fo far as execution is concerned, a voice 
of chat calibre. ‘The general charge alleged againft him by the 
Cognsfeenti, that he is fometimes out of tune, 1 confefs efcaped 
my obfervation ; and I liftened to him very attentively. After 
all, the continued, and (as for the greater part it neceflarily mutt 
be) unmeaning, recitative of the Italian opera, by degrees wearies 
the patience ; the fudden tranfition, on the other hand, from dia- 
logue to fong, in the Englith opera, is, I allow, too abrupt: 
might not a compromife take place ; and the airs in the latter be 
introduced by an accompanied recitative of an impaffioned fen- 
tence leading to the fong, with good effect? 1 fhould like at any 
rate, to have the effect tried."’ P. 81. | 


If any of onr readers has been obliged, as poor writers 
often are, to walk to the Opera-houfe, and afcend into the 
five-thilling gallery, to fave expence in admiffion, coach-hire, 
and an opera-hat, ‘he will be able to vouch for us, that the 
firft part of this paragraph is a very fair {pecimen of the cri- 
tical flip-flop which pafles in the faid gallery from the valets, 
men-cooks, fancy-drefs-makers, and other ftrange exotics 
who are collected there, and who give opinions with dogma- 
tical pofitivenefs in the pye-bald language ufed above; an 
hudibraftic jargon of French, Italian and Englifh, The ob- 
fervation on the Englifh Opera has been made by every cof 
fee-houfe critic for many years paft, but with fo futle uccefs 
that it was never carried into effeét... Indeed it would be dif- 
ficult to devife a properly impaflioned recitative to introduce 
* galloping dreary dun” or ‘* Jemmy linkum tweedle.” 

We fhall not therefore purfue this author in his difplays 
of tafte in public exhibitions, but come to fome of his 
literary efforts, In April 1799, he : 


«* Read the Report of the Committee of Secrecy of the Houfe 
of Commons, juft publifhed; in which the fchemes for Jacobin 
fraternization in England, Scotland, Ireland, and Hamburgh, are 
expofed, in a mafterly manner, from their firft origin in each 
place. The papers of this formidable confederacy, as given in 
the Appendix, u:viformly difplay great energy and ability. The 
firft,’* he proceeds, ‘* has:a paflage tru/y /ablime. ‘ Mah has sepofed 
on ruins, and refted his head on fome fragments of the Temple of 
Liberty, or at moft amufed himfelf with pacing the meafurement 
of the edifice, and nicely pane its proportions ; not. reflect. 
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ing, that this Temple is truly Catholic, the ample earth its area, 
and the arch of Heaven its dome.””  P, 129. 


Since the days of Triftram Shandy, if not before, the axiom 
** de guftibus non eft difputandum,” has ftood as generally: 
received. To us, this fentence appears fo very far ana fub- 
lime, that were we obliged to [eleét trom the fpeecbes of the 
Jacobins at their club in Paris, or in the national convention, 
or of any of their reports or addrefles in France, England, oy 
Ireland, a decifive {pecimen of frothy nonfenfe, we do not 
recolleét a paffage which could vie with this non-defcript 
defcription of the Temple of Liberty. Such furely is not 
the iw to be expected from a reader of Cicero wad Quinti- 
lian, and a profefled admirer of Burke. 

A-propos of Quintilian! The journalift appeats to have 
fpent feveral days in the perufal of this author, and to con- 
vince his readers of the faét; gives the fumuary or contents 
of the feveral chapters. He finds by this perufal, that which 
has been obferved by every {cholar fince the preface to Bel- 
lendenus appeared, that the author of that piece has been 
more largely indebted to the ancients than. he has always ac- 
knowledged in the margin. The reading of Quintilian, or a 
thought of that.author arifing in his own mind is ftated to 
have had a powertul effect on the journalift.- He fays; 


«¢ Vix enim bonz fidei viro convenit, auxilium in publicum 
polliceri, quod in prafentiflimis quibatae periculis defit,’’ is the 
reflection which induced me to relinquith my profeffion.”” P. 56. 


How the attornies muft have flared! what confternation 
mult have prevailed at Wefiminflter, when retainers were re- 
turned, and retrethers refufed ; when fpecial cafes were left — 
unargued, and great caufes undefended, becaufe a barrifter — 
in full praétice was planet-ftruck by fo pithy a refle&tion. 
We fay a barrifter in full praétice, for we cannot allow our- 
felyes to fuppofe that a gentleman who never held a brief, 
except for an abfent friend, would fo equivocate as to talk of 
relinquilhing his profeffion, when he had nothing bat a no, 
minal occupation to relinquith, Ifthe gentleman never had 
any confiderable bufinefs, and has not formally applied to his 
fociety to difbar him, the fentence can only fland as an addi- 
tion to the numerous proofs, how dapgerous it is for a man 
to give to the public the fuggeftions of his own perfonal 
vanity. 

On Quintilian, however, he makes one very fenfible ob. 
fervation. 


<* A tranflation 
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«< A tranflation ef the beft and moft applicable parts of thefe 
Inftitutes, entiched with modern illuftrations, judicioufly and ably 
executed (for it is a tak which could be trafted to no vulgarar- 
titt,) would farm a moit ufeful and valuable pablication.’” P, 57. 


Dr. Parr engages a confiderable pertion of this author's ata 
tention, and ia the refutation of one of his allerions he has 
rendered a fervice to literature. 


«« His imputation,”’ fays the author, “* on‘ Hurd, given on 
the authority of a friend, who, by the ¢efcription, mutt be Por- 
fon *, § that he had foftened the on of certain uneourtly opi- 
nions, in the different {acceffive editions of thofe dialogues,’ 1 
can afirm, from a minute collation, to be unfounded. Alterations 
have indeed been made: but they are chiefly fach, either as were: 
neceflary when the writer exchanged the charaéter of editor for 
_ that of author; or which evince fis good tafte and difcernmenit 
in removing the blemithes of firft compofitioyp, Thole which re- 
fpe&t the ftri@ures on Hame’s Hiktory, are the moft material and 
the mof curious."” P. 72. | . 


The author fometimes: intreduces to the reader, a¢ a con~ 
verfation acquaintance, his friend Lord C. ‘Their dialogues, 
not very profound, are on Jiterature, polétics, and public men.’ 
The terms on which they were condu@ed maybe gueffed 
from the following paffage : 


‘© The converfation then turned on Burke ; again& whom, for 
his late conduét, his Lordfhip bears an enmity approaching almoft 
torancour., J ventured, notuithflanding, to remark, that i fae fo 
diftinétly the principles of his prefent opinions fcattered thtough 
his former works, that could the cafe of the French Revolution 
have been hypothetically put to me eight years ago, I thould have 
predicted that he would take precifely the courfe he has purfued, 
‘The care, indeed, with. which this wonderfal man, during a long 
feries of ftrenuous oppofition to the meafures of Government, 
uniformly occupied his ground, and the eaution with which he 
qualified his reafonings—a care and caution which really feemed 
fuperfluous on the occafion, might almoft indicate, thar he forefaw 
the time would come, when he fhould be led to urge a very dif. 
ferent ftrain of argument ; as we can fcarcely, however, give him 
credit for fuch forefight, it unqueftionably affords a moft extraors 
dinary example, in a mind fo vehement and impaffioned, of the 
predominance of philefophical ever party fpirit.”* P. 11, 
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» 
__* We can hardly fuppofe fo. Porfon’s remarks were feldom, 
wcver, inaccurate. Rev. 

14 Lord 
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Lord C. and his friend differ materially too, in their efti- 
mate of another charaéter, although the obfequious journals 
does not oppofe the obfervations of his noble gueit. 


*© Lord C.,’’ he fays, ‘* dined with me. Solemnly and delibe- 
rately affirmed, that he knew no character in. Britith Hiftory, 
which ftood fo high in his eftimation as that of Mr, Fox; and. 
ftrenuoufly denied that he had ever difcovered in him, any lean., 
ing towards the democratic party. I know no man lefs likely 
than his Lordthip, to fuffer his enthufiafm to overpower his judg- 
ment: yet, firmly and folidly eftablithed as is my efteem for Mr. 
Fox, it taggers, 1 confefs, under the meafure of praife conveyed 
in the firil part of this declaration ; nor can 1 think that the cir- 
cumitantes under which it has been the fortune of this illuftrious 
charatter to be placed, and by which his virtues and his talents 
have been tried, are fufficient (highly as.1 think of them both), to 


juttify fo prodigious an encomium.’’.. P. 91, 


We think this “ prodigious encomium” not a little ftag- 
gering,(how his lordihip was when he made it does not appear) 
and we can hardly extol the independent {pirit of the gentle- 
man who heard it in filence, a referved: his proteft to be 
written in his Diary. Indeed he muft have had few means 
or flender talents in making obfervations when he could hail, 
in 1799, as a wonderful, difplay of charaéteriftic candour, 
Mr. Fox’s Confeffion to Dr. John Jebb, that he had perfonal 
ambition, and wifhed for power. It is a little odd, that in 
the midft of his garrulity, this journalift fays not a word ot 
Mr, Pitt. | . 

The following obfervations on fome Parliamentary {peakers 
are charaéteriftic of the author. We extraé& them for the 
purpofe of fubferibing our hearty affent to the praife beftowed, 
in the conclufion, on'a man now too feldom named, 


** Looked in at the Houfe of Commons, in the afternoon. The 
queftion, the third reading of the Bill for reftricting Monaftic 
Inftitutions in this country, The principal fpeakers—Mr. Wynd- 
ham, colloquial and ingenious, but defultory and ineffe&tive ;— 
Mr. Ryder, precife and affefted * ;—Sir William Scott, folemn, 
neat, and elegant ;—Mr. Johnes, coarfe and ridiculous ;—Mr, 
Hobheufe, plain and inexpert. The firft and Jatt, againft the Bill, 
asunneceflary. Left the houfe at eight, when Erfkine was fpeak- 
ing for ic. After having liftened, term after term, with delight 
and exulzation to. this pride of the Englith bar, in his place, I 
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, * Not at all likely ta betrue, Rew, ! 
A confef¢ 
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confefs I never hear him above ftairs, but with fome emotions of 
fhame for my profeffion. . The cenftant habit of advocating pri- 
vate fuits before a fuperior Tribunal, generates a {pecies of elo. 
quence, which, however excellent in itfelf, appears co cruel difad-. 
vantage ina deliberative aflembly of legiflators and ttatefmen, 
debating, as equals, ferioufly and in earnelt, the moft important 
interefts of the Empire. Bearcroft, indeed, whom | once heard 
on Erfkine’s Libel Bill, appeared to fuffer little by the change of 
{tation : but then, with a vein of the drieft and happicft humour I 
ever met with, there was a folemn gravity in his deportment, and 
a didaétic energy in his manner, which, even at the Bar, removed 
the. advocate from fight ; and frequently rendered the argument of 


the Counfel, more dignified and impreflive than the judgment from 
the Bench.”’ P. 235. 


We have already mentioned with difapprobation the au- 
thor’s account of his Travels, . One day, however, deferves 
_to be fele€&ted as an exception ; it is that where he defcribes 
two perfons whom he met.at Dolgelle. He lays; 


« Our table, here, fas become a fort of ordinary to the Inn; 
and we have been infinitely entertained, to day,with a very extra. 
Ordinary chara¢ter under a‘ mdi unpromifing afpect—the Rev. 
Mr. T.; once the Porfon of Oxford, for genius, eccentricity, 
and erudition. He has vifited Germany, France, Switzerland, 
Italy, and Sicily ; converfed with Voltaire, had an interview with 
Rouffeau, and was acquainted with Johnfon. Scarce a place 
could be mentioned, or a chara¢ter named, with which, from pers 
fonal knewledge or exact information, he was not perfe@ly cone 
verfant ; and though pofitive, captious, irritable, and impatient 
of contradiftion, he amply atoned for all the rubs he gave us, by 
the acutenefs of his remarks, the originality of his fallies, the vi- 
vacity of his anecdotes and defcriptions, and the promptnefs and 
depth he evinced on every topic that was ftarted, however remote 
from the ordinary track of conyerfation, Such a companion 
would be an acquifition any where, but was ineftimable here.— 
Had fpent an evening with Lavater, who pronounced him flatly, 
at firft view,°an incorrigible rogue :—L, himfelf, fomething more 
than an enthufiaft, and very near mad ;. fancying that he refembles 
Jefus Chrift, in the countenance, with many other fuch prepofter- 
ous whimfies, Reprefented the King of Naples, with whom he 
had frequently converfed, as perfectly ttupid, fortith, and ignorant; 
literally fcarcely able to write. Had twice attempted Aitna ; 
the fecond time fuccefsful, and faw from its fummit the fun rife 
m all its glory :—Affirmed Brydone’s glowing defcription of this 
gorgeous fcene, however carped at, to be very correct, and not 
more than juft,—Defcribed with great force, his having heard a 
religious enthufiaft preach his. own funeral fermon, with the 
ghaitly horrors ‘of the “ facies hippocratica’”” depitted in his Pr ; 

, . , re 
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pect—a thrilling fpectacle. We have bech fortunate too in meet. 
mg with Mr. D the grandfon of the chronologift. He knew 
Hume well; and fpoke of him as the nioft amia le of men, and of 
the mof accommodating manners, ~~ Mentioned that his father, a’ 
enon of Salifbury, ptqued himfelf much, on having diftinguifbed 
and patronized Burke, when quite obicure at Lincoln’s Inn; and 
having then prorounced from the rare combination he obferved in 
him of tranicendant ability and unwearied application, that lic 
would become one of the brighteit ornaments of his country.” 
PL 155. 


But we have referved for our concluding extratt, a com- 
verfation between the author, and» Mr. (now Sir James) 


M°Intofh. 


« Had a long and interefling converfation with Mr. M., 
turning principally on Burke and Fox. Of Burke he fpoke with 
rapture ; declaring that he was, in his eftimation, without any 
perallel in any age or country—except ‘perhaps Lord Bacon and 
Cicero ; that his works contained an ampler ttore of political and 
moral wifdom than ceuld be found in any other writer whatever ; 
and that he was only not eReemed the moft fevere and fagacious 
of reafoners, becaufe he was the moft eloquent of men,—the per- 


petual force and ee of his arguments being hid from vulgar 


obfervation by the dazzling glories in whieh they were enfhrined. 
¥n taite alone he thought him deficient : but to have poffeffed that 
quality in addition to his others, would have been too much for 
man. Pafled the Jaft Chriftinas with Burke at Beaconsfield ; and 
defcribed in glowing terms, the aftonifhing effufions of his mind 
in converfation. Perfectly free from all taint of affectation : 
would enter, with cordial glee, into the fports of children; 
rolling abour with them on the carpet, and pouring out, in hie 
gambols, the fublimeft images mingled with the moft wretched 
puns. Anticipated his approaching diffolution, with due folem, 
nity, but perfect compofure. Minutely, and accurately inform. 
ed, to a wonderful exactnefs, with reipect to every fact relative 
to the French Revolution. M. lamented, with me, Fox’s ftran 

ceportment during this tremendous crifis; and attributed it, 
partly to an ignorance refpe€ting thefe facts, and partly to a mif, 
conception of the true character of the democratic philofophers 
of the day, whom he confounded with the old advocates. for re. 
form, and with whofe genuine fpirit he appeared on converfation 
totally unacquainted, afcribing the temper and views imputed to 
them, entirely to the calumny of party. Idle and uninquifitive, 
to a remarkable degree. Burke faid of him, with a deep figh, 
** He is made to be loved.’ Fox faid of Burke, that M. would 
have praifed him too highly, had ¢baz been poffible; but that i¢ 
was not in the power of man, to do juftice to his various and trane 
fcendant merits. Declared, he would fet bis hand to every - 
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Extraés from the Diary of a Lover of Literature. it 


of the preliminary difcourfe on the Lay: of Neture and Naticay 
except the account ot Liberty——a fubjeGt which he confidernd 
with Burke, as purely pradlical, and incapable of (trict definition, 
Of Gibbon, M., neatly remarked, that he might have been cut 
out of a corner of Burke’s mind, without his nufling it. Spoke 
highly of Johnfon’s prompt and vigorous powers in converfation, 
and, on this ground, of Bofwell’s life of him: Burke, he faid, 
agreed wjth him; and affirmed, that this work was a greater 
monument to Johnfon’s fame, than all his writings put together. 
Condemned democracy as the mott ,.onftrous of all governments ; 
becaufe it is impoffible at once to act and to control, and confe- 
quently the fovereign power, in fuch a conftitution, muft be Icit 
without any check whatever: regarded that form of Government 
as beft, which placed the efficient fovereignty in the hands of the 
natural ariftucracy of a country, fubjecting them in its exercilé.to 
the control of the people at large. Defcanted largely in praife of 
our plan of Reprefentation ; by which, uncouth and anomalous as 
it may in many initances appear, and indeed, on that very account, 
fuch various and diverfified interefts. became proxied in che Hioufe 
of Commons. Our democracy, he acutely remarked, was power- 
ful but concealed, to prevent popular violence ; our monarchy, 
prominent and oftenfible, to provoke perpetual jealoufy.—£x- 
tolled in warm terms, which he thought as a foreigner (a Scorch. 
man) he might do without the imputation of partiality, for he 
did not mean to include his own countrymen in the praife—the 
charafteriftic: bon naturel, the good temper and found fenfe, of the 
Englith people; qualities, in which he deliberately thought us 
without a rival in any other nation on the globe, Strongly de 
Burke’s pétadoxical pofition, that vice lofes its malignancy with 
its grofsnefs, on the principle, that all difguifeis a limitation u 
vice, Stated with much earneftnefs, that the grand object of his 
political labours thould be, firt, and above all, to extinguith a 
falfe, wretched, and fanatical philofophy, which if we did not de- 
ftroy, would affuredly deftroy us ; and then to revive and rekin. 
dle that ancient and genuine fpirit of Britifh Liberty, which an 
alarm, partly. jut and partly abufed, had {mothered for the pre- 
fent, but which, combined with a providential fucceffion of fortu. 
nate occurrences, had rendered us, in better times, incomparably 
the freeft, wifeft, and happieft nation under heaven.’ P. 139, 


A book made up of fuch materials as this converfation 
would be ineftimable, but that this and one or two more paf- 
fages are fufficient to refcue frem cenfure a whole quarto, 
we ftrenuoufly deny. The anecdotes of eminent men, if 
really chara€teriftic, are of the higheft value, but it is labour 
ill beftowed ‘to commemorate their infipid fayings or their in- 


different a€tions, and ftill more to give publicity to our own 
ao on familiar er indifferent fubje&ts. None can be 
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edified, and few will be amufed by knowing that the late 
Lord Kenyon read Epictetus on a Sunday, while his lady 
read the Bible, and that both dined on mutton which they 
brought from London to Richmond. The thing is too tn- 
fling to be worthy of remark even when ufhered or difmifled 
with encomiums on the primitive fimplicity of the Chief 
Juftice who could fo amufe and regale himfelf. 





Arr. Il. PraTical Obfervations on the Treatment of the Dif- 
cafes of the Proftate Gland.  Tlluftrated by Copper Plates. 
By Everard Home, Ejq. F. RS. Serjeant Surgeon to the 
King, and Surgeon to St. George's Hypital. 8vo,. pp. 372. 
I2s. Nicol. I1Sil. 


EIIS work ts of a very different complexion from the 
common mafs of modern medical publications ; it is 
neither a compilation of old matter digefted into a new form, 
nor Is ita theoretical fyftem woven in the fancy of a dream- 
ing f{peculator; on the contrary, this volume contains 
both anatomical information, and praétical remarks com- 
pletely new ; and the latter are deduced from a clofe atten- 
tion to the fymptoms of the difeafed, and from accurate dif- 
feétions of diftempered parts, which is the true method of 
advancing the fcience of furgery. There are few maladies 
more diftrefsful than thofe defcribed in this treatife: and we 
contefs that we opened it with reluétance, forefeeing that it 
mult contain many tragical details ; we teund however that the 
the uncafinefs from this caufe was mingled with the pleafure 
which an increale of knowledge always gives, efpecia!ly 
when of that kind which augments the power of relieving the 
difeafed. 
The work commences with an anatomical difcovery, 
which at firft fight feemed of little moment ; but it acquires 
#mportance from the light it throws upon many of. the 
fymptoms which cccur to perfons labouring with obftruc- 
tions to the natural flow of urime. his is a complaint 
which frequently affli€ts men in the decline of life, and is 
often caufed by an enlargement of the proftate gland, Wan- 
flow and other eminent anatomifls have defcribed this gland 
as confifting of two lateral lobes fituated between the blac- 
der and the bulb of the urethra. But Mr. Home has de- 
teéted another lobe, which lics between the bafis of the la- 
teral lobes, and adheres clofely, both to them and to the neck 
of the bladder, The {mallnefs of this middle lobe ay tr 
jones 
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fioned its being hitherto overlooked, though it has feparate 
duéts of its own, which open behind the verumontanum. 

There was a good old cuftom, worthy of being revived, 
of giving to parts of the body the names of thofe anatomitts, 
who had either difcovered them firft, or defcribed them beft. 
Thus we have antrum Highmorianum tuba Euftachiana, 
Glandula Cowpert, and Lobulus Spigellii : we are inclined 
to wifh, that in like manner, this newly difcovered lobe 
fhould be henceforward named Lobulus Homii. 

After giving a very accurate defcription of this portion of 
the proftate gland in its natural ftate, the author proceeds to 
relate the changes which it undergoes from difeafe, and the 
‘various fymptoms which are the confequence. The mid- 
dle lobe is unfortunately peculiarly fubjeét to increafe 
in fize, and it then commonly projeéis into the blad- 
der, raifing with it a fold of the internal membrane. This 
enlargement quickly tends to emborrafs the evacuation of the 
urine. For whenthe bladder contraéts to expel its contents, 
it raifes up the projeéting lobe ; which is apt, like a valve, to 
fhut the urinary conduit. 

_ When this malady is even in its early flage, it ufually pre. 
vents the bladder from completely yA itfeli, of which 
the patient is often ignorant; though he finds he mult repeat 
the evacuation more frequently than formerly. Another 
fymptom is the fecretion of a ropy fluid, which 1s difcharged 
mixed with the urine. This the author has sfocecabsieek to 
be an increafe of the fecretion of the proftate gland in confe- 
quence of its being difeafed. But fhould thefe prima 
fymptoms not be remedied, and fhould the diftemper be fut- 
fered to proceed, inflammation of the bladder and retention of 
urine are apt to enfue, accompanied with a train of horrid 
diftreffes, 

As foon as it is afcertained that a patient is affeéted with 
an enlarged proftate, furgeons in general defpair of being of 
any elfential ufe. But Mr. Home deprecates this, and en- 
tertains a much more favourable notion of the malady. For 
he fhows, that the enlargement of the proftate is neither of 
the nature of a wen or of a {chirrus; but is fimply a {wel- 
ling of a natural part, like the enlargement of the tonfils by 
inflammation ; which may therefore fubfide, or be leffened by 
fuch remedies as fubdue inflammation. He admits, that 
when che enlargement of the middle lobe has arrived to a 
great fize, the cafe is defperate; but he maintains, that, 
if the patient is ** attended to in proper time, the enlarge- 
ment may in many inftances be reduced, in others prevented 
from increafing ; and cven in lefs favourable cafes rendered 2 
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much flower in its progrefs that the patient’s life is prolonged, 
and his fufferings mitigated in a very great degree.” 

The treatment recommended in the commencement of 
the difeafe is detailed in the following paflage. 


‘© In the firft flage of the difeafe, when the membrane of the 
bladder is only pufhed forward by the lobe beginning to enlarge, 
and no abfolute obflruction to the pafling of the urine is brought 
on, bleeding from the loins, opiate glyfters, and the internal ufe 
of Dover’s powder, are the means to be had secourfe to. The 
ufe of the tepid hip bath tor fifteen minutes once in the twenty- 
four hours, at g4° or g5¢ of temperatures quietnels and abftinence, 
and the other means in common ufe to allay irritation, are to be ems 

oyed ; but on no account fhould catheters or bougies be intro. 
duced, more efpecially thofe of the metallic kind, fince when done 
in the moft {kilful manner, they muft produce a degree of dif. 
turbance which the parts are not in a ftate to bear; and if an in. 
firument is unfkilfully paffed, it will increafe the fwelliag, and 
bring on a complete retention of urine.’ P. 70. 


The author having thus given the general plan fuccinéily, 
leaves many particulars to the good fenfe of the attending 
furgeon; who, having learned that the difeafe ts of an inflamma- 
tory nature,will of courfe combat it by al) thofe means which 


experience has fhown tend to abate inflammation. By thefe 
gentle remedies the malady is frequently checked. But, 


‘© When it is found that the frequency in voiding water in. 
creafes, and the efforts to make it pafs more violent, it will be 
proper to put the hand upon the lower part of the belly, and af. 
certain whether there is any fulnefs in the region of the bladder : 
if the parts are foft and pliant, every fufpicion of that kind 
may be removed; but if the parts are turgid, and have a regu- 
larly circumferibed form, correfponding to that of the bladder, 
wo time fhould be loft, a catheter fhould be immediately intro. 
duced, and the water drawn off. The previous bleeding which 
the patient has undergone, will be the beft poflible preparation for 
this operation. 

‘© ly the introduction of the catheter there are three things 
to be attended to: the firft is, to avoid bringing on a fpafm of 
thearethra: the fecond is, conducting the point of the inftru- 
ment over the prominence at the neck of the bladder ; and the 
third, to employ an inftrument that is fitted to be retained in 
the bladder, thould much difficulty have occurred in the introduc. 
tion, as Jefs difturbance is found to arife from an initrument 
remaining in the bladder, than is produced hy-repeating the oper« 
ation of introdicing it, where any degree of violence is com- 
mitted upon the parts. 

‘¢ The inftrument fhould be very foft and fmeoth, to prevent’ 
its difturbing the urethra, rounded at the point, and as large as 


the canal will eafily admit, that ic may more readily difengene 
itfe 
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itfelf at the turn into the bladder: the apertures in its fides 
fhould be wide, to prevent their being clogged by mucus or 
blood; and it fhould be pliant, that it may_acapt itfelf to the 
form of the parts, and give little difturbance while retained in it, 
Befides thefe properties, there is dnother, which it is very de. 
firable that it fhould poffefs ; this is, a permanent curvature at the 
point, even to a greater degree than is ufually given to the com. 
mon filver catheter. 

‘© ‘The only inftrament with which I am acquainted, capable 
of poffeffing all thefe requilites, is the elattic gum catheter; bat 
it requires years before it can be made to acquire the permanent 
eurvature which I have defcriked, and for that purpofe it muft be 
conftantly kept upon an iron ftilet of a proper fhape. This has 
sot been attended to; and the makers neither in England nor 


. France give thetr flexible catheters a proper fhape, but cither keep 


them quite ftraight, or fo curved, that the curvature is not regular- 
ly continued to the point, and is therefore of no ufe in practice."* 
P. 74. 

As 1 confider the bringing into ufe the flexible gum catheter 
without a ftilet, a matter of very great importance, it is neceflary 
that 1 thould make myfelf clearly underftood. upon two points, 
which ought to>be generally known refpecting the introduction 
of an inftrument into the bladder of a patient labouring under an 
enlargement of the middle lobe of the proftate gland. 

‘< ‘Thefe are, that in fome cafes a flexible gum catheter witha 
ftilet, cannot pafs along the urethra on account of fpafm ; and al. 
though, without a ftilet, it readily goes on to the neck of the 
bladder, unlefs it has a permanent curvature that will keep its 
form when oppofed by a certain degree of refiftance, it cannot be 
tonduéted into the cavity of the bladder. Such cafes are by no 
means uncommon, and in fome of them, if the furgeon is not in 
pofleflion of fuch an inftrument, he will be unable to give his patient 
the neceffary relief without having recourfe to the operation of 
puncturing tiie bladder, a very fevere one, when compared with 
the patling of a flexible gum catheter,”’ P. 81. 


There are fo many ufeful inftru€tions on this important 
point of drawing off the urine with the leaft poflible irritation, 
that we find it difficult to amit our quotations. ‘Ihe author 
gives a decided preference to the flxeible gum catheter. 
which is to be introduced, if pofhible, without the ftilet. But , 
when it will not pafs, 


‘« A leaden ftilet thould be ufed, as it gives a fufficient degree 
of fupport to overcome the ufval refiftance that is met with, and — 
can be with drawn, when the inftrument is in the bladder, with 
lefs difturbance.to the proftate gland. 

** When the catheter neither in its flexible flate, nor with a 
deaden ftilet, can be paffed, there is often an advantage in ufuing 
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an iron ftilet ; a more permanent curvature can by this means be 
given to the inftrument, and when the point arrives at the neck 
of the bladder, a ftill greater degree of curvature can be given it 
by withdrawing the ftilet, which forces the point forwards, and 
often carries it into the bladder. This object may be better ob- 
tuined in fuch cafes by ufing a large fized inftrument, whofe end 
is fo round as to prevent it ‘from being entangled in the irregular 
furface produced by the difeafe, and will be lefs liable to do in. 
jury to the parts.’’ P. 85. 


To avoid the irritation of frequently repeating this opera- 
tion, it is ufually advifable to leave the catheter in the bladder 
for three or four days: and at the fame time all the means 
formerly recommended for reducing the fwelling of the 
proftate gland are to be carefully employ ed. 

Many cafes are given defcribing minutely every incident 
which occurs in fuch cafes, together with an appropriate treat- 
ment. 

The author next defcribes an unfortunate combination 
of difeafe which occafionally occurs. For the fame perfon 
is fometimes affli€ted both with an enlargement of the proftate 
gland, and with ftritiures in the urethra. It is extremely 
important when this complication has aétually taken place to 
afcertain it : and the author has difplayed very great ingenuity 
in difcriminating the fymptoms of the two dillempers, which 
are to be treated in the following manner. 


‘© When it is difcovered that the fymptoms of ftricture have 
been rendered more violent in confequence of the enlargement 
of the middle lobe of the proftate gland, the mode of treating the 
Rtricture muft be changed from that, which had been pre- 
vioully followed ; the bougie muft only be paffed a little way 
through the ftriure, and never allowed to come to the verumon- 
tanum. It muft never be allowed to remain for any length of : 
time in the urethra, and had better be introduced only once in the 
day. By thefe gentle means, the ftricture will be found to dilate 
more readily than by any others that I am acquainted with. 

«¢ As foon as the fmalleft fized flexible gum catheter can be 
paffed through the ftricture, an attempt fhould be made to draw 
off the water. This is to be done without a ftilet, and when the 

catheter has acquired a curve, and has a good deal of elafticity, 
this can generally be done. From this time, the water is to be drawn 
off once or twice a day, as occafion may require: this muft be 
regulated by the quantity the patient is able to void, and by doing 
fo the ftri€ture will be gradually dilated. The fize of the cathe- 
ter is to be increafed as rapidly as circumftances will allow. 
When the canal is accuftomed to pafling of the bougie, the ftric- 
ture will be lefs liable to {pafm’; but very often the ftate of <% 
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heck of the bladder will be fuch, that the catheter cannot be 
paffed without the ftilet, which the urethra will now admit. 

«© As the difeafe in the proftate gland produces a fpafmodic affec- 
tion of the urethra, even where there is no difpofition to permanent 
ftricture in that canal, itis reafonable to conclude that when a per- 
manent ftri€ture has exifted for many years, and difeafe in the 
proftate fupervenes, there is little chance of a complete cure of the 
itriture ever being produced ; and moft of the attempts to that 
purpofe that I have ever feen made have proved unfuccefsful ; for 
whatever is gained by dilatation, beyond a certain point, 1s loft the 
firft time that an attack of irritation comes upon the neck of the 
bladder. 

‘© This is not a cafe of ftriQture in which the cauftic can often 
be employed with advantage ; the fymptoms it in general pro. 
duces are violent ; and whe that is the cafe, whatever is gained, 
cannot by a repetition of thie application be eftablithed, fo that 
its ufe fhould he reforted to only in thofe, inftances where the 
conftitution is not in an irritable ftate. 

«© All that can be done in moft cafes with fafety, is perfevering 
in the ufe of the flexible gun catheter ; and where the patient can 
introduce it himfelf, he may fpend the later years of his life im 
tolerable comfort; but in the attempt to get a ftill greater de- 
gree of relief by reforting to more violent means, he may deflroy 
life altogether,’? P. 127. 


The inflammation of the verumontanum, the fuppuration 
and ulceration of the proflate gland are alfo fully treated of ; 
and anumber of cafes are related, where every poflible evil 
from fuch difeafes a€tually occurred, and where all the means 
of relief known to furgery were fkifully exerted: The 
author, being well aware of the impoflibility of giving cor- 
rect notions of diftempered parts by verbal defcriptions 
alone, has illuftrated his work by thirteen capital engravings. 
Uhefe are fo well executed as to give the molt correét ideas 
ot the different difeafes. 

We cannot conclude without acknowledging that in this 
brief analyfis much valuable information is neceflarily omit- 
ted. The work in queflion ought to be both thoroughly 
ltudied, and frequently confulted by all who are entrufted 
with the care of perfons affli€ted with fuch local difeafes as 
are here defcribed. 





Art. III. Exploratory Travels through the Weftern Territo. 
ries of North America: comprifing a Voyage from St. Louis, 
on the Miffiippi, to the Source of that River, and a Journey 
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thraugh the Interior of Louifiana, and the North-Eaftern Proe 
winces of New Spain. Performed in the Years 1805, 1806, 
1817, Ay order of the Government of the United States. By 
Zebulon Montgomery Pike, Major 6th Regt. United States 
Infontry. 400. 456 pp. 11.16s. Longman and Co. 1811. 


TARIOUS excurfions have been made in America, 
under the aufpices of the government of the United 
States, of much importance to geographical fcience, but 
we have to lament that the narratives of the different 
travellers have confifted principally of a dry detail of 
places feen, {paces pafled, rhe pofts eftablifhed. The 
curiofity of the reader has been little fatisfied with dif- 
coveries in natural hiftory, with defcriptions of manners of 
the natives hitherto unknown, and fuch other particulors as 
combine to make well-edited books of Voyages and Travels 
exhibit a comprehenfive but delightful furvey of various 
branches of {cience, and render them, at the fame time, re- 
plete with amufement and inftruction, : 

The above remark very particularly applies to the volume 
befoie us, from which it appears, that Mr. Zebulon Mont. 
gomery Pike, whom, we underfland, to be a Major in one 
of the regiments of the United States infantry, carried with 
him every endowment of perfonal intrepidity, perfeverance, 
and fagacity, wath refpeét to the object which he had in view. 
But we look in vain for teftimonies of thofe feelings, that 
perceptive tafte, and thofe acquirements, which are fo indif. 
penfably effential to make a volume of travels either accept- 
able or ufeful to the gene:al reader. 

It is very true that Mr. Pike penetrated through a pro- 
digious extent of country, through regions very partially ex~ 

lored, through many indeed which the feet of civilized 
wes had never before entered ; it is further true that his 
difcoveries conftitute no immaterial acceffion to our flores 
of geographical knowledge, but we are prefented with little 
more 1n his book then a dry journal of his progrefs, This is 
but little enlivened by cafual anecdote, and feldom rendered 
inftruétive by judicious obfervation, We fhall, how- 
ever, proceed to give the reader a fketch of the traveller's 
journeys. 

In the years 1805 and 1806 Mr, Pike and his companions 
failed from St. Louis, on the Miffouri river, and embarking 
on the Miffiflippi, at the confluence of the two rivers, pro 
ceeded to examine to its fource the latter magnificent flream. 
Jt was altogether a geographical furvey for political purpofes, 
and great muft have been the labour, and highly commend- 
able the perfeyerance employed in exploring creeks, rapids, 
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fhoals, iflands, fettlements of the natives, and the various 
objets fpecifically enjoined by his inf uétions, 

In the narrative which fucceeds, by far the moft intereft- 
ing portion is that which deferibes the great and valiant tribe 
of the Sioux Indians, and with this we thall certainly improve 
the ftores of the reader’s knowledge. 


«© We next came to that powerful nation the Sioux, the dread 
of whom is extended over all the favage tribes, from the con. 
fluence of the Miffiffippi and Mrifouri, to the Raven river on the 
former, and to the Snake Indians on the latter; but in thofe 
limits are many nations, whom they confider as allies, on a fimilar 
footing with the allies of ancient Rome, that is, humble de- 
pendents. But the Chippeway nation is an exception, who have 
maintained a long conteft with them, owing to their country 
being interfeGed by numerous fmall lakes, watercourfes, impe- 
netrable moraffes, and fwamps; and they have hitherto bidden 
defiance to all the attacks of their neighbours. In order to have 
a correét idea of the Sioux nation, it 1s neceflary to divide it into 
the different bands as diftinguiffied hy themfelves, - Agreeably to 
this plan, I fhall begin with the Minowa Kantong, or Gens du 
Lac, who extend from the Prairie des Chiers to l.a Prairie des 
Francois, thirty-five miles up the St. Peter’s, This band is 
again fubdivided into four parts under different chiefs. The firft 
of thefe moft generally refides at their village on the upper Jowa 
river above the Prairie des Chiens, and is commanded by Wa- 
bafha, a chief whofe father is confidered as the firft chief of all 
the Sioux nations. This fubdivifion hunts on both fides of the 
Miffiffippi, and its confluent ftreams, from the Prairie des Chiens 
to Buffalo river. The fecond fubdivifion refides near the head of 
lake Pepin, and hunts from the Buffalo river to near the river 
St. Croix. The chief’s name is Talangamane, a very celebrated 
warrior, The third fubdivifion refides between Cannon river and 
the entrance of St. Peter’s. It is headed by Chatewaconamani ; 
their principal hunting ground is on the St. Croix; they have a 
village at a place called the Grand Marais, fifteen miles below 
the entrance of the St. Peter’s. It is fituated on the eaftern bank 
of the Miffiffippi, and confifts of eleven log huts. The fourth 
fubdivifion is fituated in the territory extending from the entrance 
of the St. Peter’s to the Prairie des Frangois ; it is headed by a 
chief called Chatamutah, but a young man named Wayaganage, 
has recently taken the lead in al] its councils, and affairs of ftate. 
It has one village nine miles up the Sr, Peter’s, on the north-eaft 
fide. This band, Minowa Kantong, are reputed the braveft. of 
all the Sioux, and have for years been oppofed to the Fols Avoin 
Sauteurs, who are reputed the braveft of all the numerous bands 
of the Chippeways. The fecond band of the Sioux are the Wath- 
petong, os Gens des Fueilles, who inhabit the country from the 
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Prairie des Francois, nearly to Roche Blanche, on the St. Peter's, 
Their firft chief is Wafonguianni. They hunt on the St. Peter's, 
alfo on the Mifiifippi, up Rum river, and fometimes tollow the 
buffalo on the plains. ‘Their fubdivifions I am unacquainted 
with. 

‘The third band are the Suffitongs: they extend from the 
Roche Blanche to Lac de la Groile Roche, on the river St. 
Peter’s; they are div ided into two fubdivifions. The firft 
Gand, called the C: arreés, are headed by the chief Wackieu 
Narth, or the Tonnerre Rouge. The fecond, called the Suffi- 
tongs proper, are headed by Wacanto (or Efprit Bleu). Thefe 
two ) fub- bands hunt eaflward to the Milhffipps, and up that river 
as far as Raven river. The fourth great band are the Yan¢tongs, 
who are difperfed from the Montagnes de la Prairie, which extend 
from St. Peter’s to the Miffouri, tothe river des Moines. They 
are divided into twd grand divifions, generally termed the Yanc- 
tongs of the north and the Y anétongs of the fouth. The former 
are headed by a chicf, called Muckpeanutah, or Nuage Rouge, 
and thofe of Prairie by Peteflung. This band are never flationary, 
but, with the Tetons, are the moft erratic of all the Sioux ; 
fometimes to be found on the borders of the lower Red river, 
fometimes on the Miffouri, and on thofe immenfe plains which 
lie between the two rivers. 

“ The fifth great band are the Tetons, who are difperfed on both 
fides of the Miffouri. On the north, principally from the river 

*hien up, and on the fouth, from the Mahas to the Minetares 
or Grofs Ventre. ‘They may be divided into the Tetons of the 
horth and fouth, but the immenfe plains over which they rove with 

the Yanttongs, render it impoffible to point out their places of 
habitation. 

The fixth and fmallet band of the Sioux, are the Wafhpeconte, 
who refide gener: lly on the lands weft of the Miffiffippi, between 
that rivet and the Miffouri. They hunt moft generally on the 
head of the river des Moines. They appeared to me to be the 
moft flupid of all the Sioux. 

¢ The Minowa Kantongs ate the only band of Sioux who ufe ca- 
noes, arid are by far the moft cit ilized, being the only ones who 
have ever built log huts, or cultivated any fpecies of vegetables, 
and they but a very fmall quantity of corn and beans; for 
rar I was with them in September cr Ottober, I never faw 

- kettle of cith er, always ufing the wild oats for bread. This 
ptoduétin n nature has furiifhed to all the moft uncultivated nations 
of the north-weft continent, who may gather a fufficiency in 
autumn. ‘Thus, added to the produétions of the chafe, and the 
net, enfures them a fubfiltence through al! the feafons of the vear. 
This band is entirely armed with fire-arms, but is not confidered 
by the id bands as any thing fuperior on that account, efpecially 
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<¢ The Wathpetongs are a roving band ; they leave the river St. 
Perer’s in the month of April, and do not return from the plains 
until the month of Auguit. The Suffitengs, of Roche Blanche, 
have the character of being the moft evil-difpofed Indians on the 
siver St. Peter’s. They likewife follow the buffalo in the fpring 
and fummer months, ‘The Suffitongs of the Lac dela Grofle 
Roche have the character of good hunters, and brave warriors, 
which may principally be attributed to their chief the Tonnere 
Rouge, who at the prefernt day is allowed by both white people’ 
and favages of different bands {often their own chiefs) to be the 
firft man in the Sioux nation. ‘The Yanctongsand Tetons are the 
mott independent Indians in the world ; they follow the buffalo 
as chance directs, clothing themfelves with the fkin, and making 
their lodges, faddles, and bridles, of the fame maierials, the flefh 


-of the animal furnifhing their food. Poffeffing an innumerable 


ftock of horfes, they are here this day and five hundred miles off 
in ten days hence, and find themfel ves equally at home in either 
place, moving with a rapidity fcarcely to be imagined by the in- 
habitants of the civilized world. 

‘© The trade of the Minowa Kantongs, Wafhpetongs, Suffitongs, 
and part of the Yanétongs, is all derived from the traders of Mi- 
chillimacfinac, and the latter fupply the Yan¢tongs of the north 
and Tetons with tmall quantities of iron-works which they re- 
guire. Firearms are not in much eftimation with them, The 
Wathpecontes trade principally with the people of the Prairie des 
Chiens. 

© ‘The claim of limits of the Sioux nation is allowed by ail their 
neighbours to commence at the Prairie des Chiens, and to afcend 
the Miffifippi on both fides the Raven river, up that river to its 
fource, thence to.the fource of St. Peter’s, from thence to the 
Montagnes de la Prairie, thence to the Miffouri, down that river 
to the Mahas, bearing thence north-caft to the fource of the river 
des Moines, and from thence again to the Prairie des Chiens. 
They alfo claim a large territory fouth of the Miffouri, but how 
far it extends is uncertain. The country eaft of the Miffiffippi 
from Rum river to Raven river is likewife in difpute between 
them and the Chippeways, and has been. the fcene of many a fharp 
encounter for rear one hundred and fifty years paft. From my 
knowledge of the Sioux, 1 do not hefitate to pronounce them 
the moft warlike and independent nation of the Indians within 
the boundaries of the United States, their every paffion being fub- 
fervient to that of war, while at the fame time the traders feel 
themfelves perfectly fecure from any combination being made 
againft them, But it is extremely neceffary to be careful not to 
injure the honour.or feelings of an individual, which is certainly 
the principal caufe of many broils that occur between them. 
Never was a trader known to fuffer in the eftimation of the nation 
by refenting any indignity offered him, even if he went fo far 
as the taking of the life of the offender. ‘Their gutteral pronun- 
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ciation, high cheek bones, their vifages and diftiné&t manners, 
together with their own traditions, fupported by the teftimony of 
neighbouring nations, put it in my mind beyond the fhadow of 
a doubt, that they have emigrated from the north-weft point of 
America, to which they had come acrofs the narrow ftraits, which 
in that quarter divide the two continents, and are abfolutely de- 
fcendants of a Tartar cribe.’” P. r25. 


At page 49 of this volume, we are introduced toa journal 
of an expedition through the interior of Louifiana, performed 
im the years 1806 and 1807. This country has ever been, 
and from its geographical fituation always muft be, of the 
higheft intereft to the United States, and more particularly 
in the prefent difturbed and unfettled condition of the Spaniflr 
affairs. The remark made on the preceding part of this vo- 
lume, applies. with equal truth and force to this journal. The 


following extra€t is however curious, and deferibes an ani- 
mal not very perfeétly known. 


“ The wifh-ton-with of the Indians, the prairie dogs of fome 
travellers, or (quirrels, as I fhould be inclined to denominate 
them, refide on the prairies of Louifiana in towns-or villages, 


have an evident police eftablifhed in their communities. 

‘¢ The fites of their towns are generally on the brow of a hill, 
near fome {mall creek or pond, in order to be convenient for 
water, and that the high ground which they inhabit may not be 
fubjeét to inundation, Their refidence, being underground, is 
burrowed, and the earth brought out is. made to anfwer the double 
purpole of keeping out the water and affording an elevated place 
in wet feafons to repofe on, and to give them a further and more 
diftinct view of the country. Their holes defcend in a fpiral 
form, on which account I could never afcertain their depth; bat 
¥ once had one hundred and forty kettles of water poured into onc 
of them, in order to drive out the occupant, but without effect, 
In the circuit af the villages they clear off all the grafs, and leave 
the earth bare of vegetation ; but whether this be from an inftin& 
they poffefs inclining them to keep the ground thus-cleared, or 
whether they make ufe of the herbagé as food, I cannot pretend 
to determine. The latter opinion | think is entitled to a preference, 
as their teeth defignate them to be of the granivorous fpecies, and 
I know of no other fubftance which is. produced. in the vicinity of 
their ftations, en which they could fubfitt ; for they never extent 
their excurfions more than half a mile from the burrows. They 
are of a dark brown colour, except their bellies, which are white ;. 
their tails.are not fo long as thofe of our grey {quirrels, but are 
fhaped precifely the fame. Their teeth, head, nails, and body 
are thofe of the perfect fquirrel, except that they are generally 
fatter than that animal. Their villages fometimes extend over 


tw 








Pike's Travels. 128 


two or three miles fquare, in which thete moft be innumerable 
hofts of them, as there is generally a burrowevery ten fteps, con. 
taining two or more inhabitants, and you fee new ones partly 
excavated on all the borders of the town. We killed great nun. 
bers of thefe animals with our rifles, and found them excellent 
meat after they were expofed a night or two to the froft, by which 
- means the ranknefs acquired by their fubterraneous dwelling is 
corrected, As you approach their towns, you are faluted on all 
fides by the cry of wifh-ton-with, from which they derive their 
name with the Indians, uttered in a fhrill and piereing manner. 
You then obferve then all retreating to the entrance of their bur. 
rows, where they poft themfelves, and watch even the flighteft 
movement that you make. It requires a very nice thot with a 
rifle to kill them, as they mult be (hor dead, for as long as life 
exifts they continue to work into their cells, It was extremel 
. dangerous to pafs through their towns, as they abounded with 
rattle.fnakes, both of the yellow and black fpecies, and, ftrange 
as it may appear, I have feen the wifh-tun-with, the ratile-fnake, 
the horn-frog, with which the prairie abounds, (termed by the Spa. 
niards the camelion, from their taking no vifible fuftenance), and a 
land tortoife, all take refuge in the fame hole. Ido not pretend to 
affert, that it was their common place of refort, but I have wit. 
neffed the fa&t in more than one inftance.’”’ P. 207. 


In the conclufion of this journal, we find the traveller 
involved in fome perplexity and rifk, from the very natural 
jealoufy of the Spaniards, with refpeét to the objeét of his 
purfuit and miffion ; but much more of this {pirit and more 
ferious confequences are developed in the journal of the 
tour through the interior of New Spain, which com. 
sadnoes at page 259, and is continued to the end of the vo- 

ume. 

At Santa Fe, a town of New Mexico, in North America, 
Mr. Pike and his party were arrefted by the Spanith 
Governor, and compelled to exhibit themfelves for the 
examination of the Commandant General of the Spaniards 
. sre a: the chief place in the province of New 

ifcay. 

T his is the moft entertaining part of the volume. Here 
the traveller, releafed from the tetters of his inftru€tions, 
was left to himfelf to make what obfervations he might think 
proper, On manners, perfons, and places, and (oticiessly 
demonftrates that he was far from incapable of producing a 
moft pleafing as well as interefting volume. Major Pike 
was treated with much kindnefs and hofpitality, but was fill 
fo far confidered as a prifoner, that he was fent back to his 
©wn country under an efcort, and compelled to make.a 
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long, tedious, and fatiguing circuit. “It would be unjuft 
both to the author and our readers alfo, not. to introduce 
a {pecimnen from this portion of the work. 


© For hofpitality, gencrofity, docifity, and fobricty, the 
people of New Spain exceed any nation perhaps on the globe ; but 
in national energy, or patriotifm, enterprize of charaéler, and 
independence of foul, they are pe rhaps the moft deficient. Yet 
there are men who have difplayed bravery to a furprizing degree, 
and the Europeans who are there, cherifh with delight the idea 
of their getiant anceftry. Their women have black eyes and 
hair, fine teeth, and are generally brunettes, I met but one excep. 

tion to this rule at Chilhuahua, of a fair lady, and fhe by way of 
diftiné@tion was called the girl with light hair, They are all in- 
clining a little to cn bow point, but none, or few, are elegant 
figures. ‘Their drefles are generally fhort jackess and petticoats, 
and high heel-fhoes, without any head drefs ; over this they have 
a filk wrapper which they always wear, and when in the prefence 
of men affect to bring it over their faces ; but as we approached 
the Atlantic and our frontiers, we faw feveral ladies who wore 
the gowns of our country women, which they conceive to be 
more elegant than their ancient cuftom. The lower clafs of the 
men are generally dreifed in broad brimmed hats, fhort coats, 
large waiftcoats and finall clothes, always open at the khees, 
owing, I fuppofe, to the greater freedom it gives to the limbs an 
horfeback, a kind of leather boot or wrapper bound round the 
leg, fomewhat in the manner of our frontier men’s leggins, and 
gartered on. ‘The boot is of a foft pliable leather, but not 
coloured. In the eaftern provinces the dragoons wear over this 
wrapper a fort of jack-boot made of feal leather, to which are 
fattened the fpurs by a rivet, the gaffs of which are near an inch 
in length, But the fpurs of the geutlemen and officers, although 
clumfy to our ideas, are frequently ornamented with raifed filver 
work on the fhoulders, and the flrap embrvidered with filver and 
gold thread. ‘hey are always reatly to mount their horfes, on 
which the inhabitants of the internal provinces fpend nearly half 
the day. This defcription will apply generally for the drefs of 
all the men of the provinces, for the lower clafs, but in the 
towns, among the more fafhionable ranks, they drefs after the 
European or United States mode, with not more diftinétion than 
we fce in our cities from one fix months to another. Both men 
and women have remarkably fine hair, and pride themfelves in the 
difplay of it. 

«* Their amufements are mufic, finging, dancing and gambling ; 
the latter 1s ftrictly prohibited, but the prohibition is not much 
attended to. The dance of is performed by one man and 
two women, who beat time to the mufic, which is foft and volup. 
teous, but sometimes <a to a lively gay air, whilft the 
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dancers oceafionally exhibit the moft indelicate geftures. The 
whole of this dance imprefled me with the idea of an infolated fo. 
ciety of once civilized beings, but now degenerated into ame. 
dium ftate, between the improved world and. the children of na. 
ture. The fandango is danced in various figures and numbers. 
The minuet is ftill danced by the fuperior clafs only; the mafic 
made ufe of is the guitar, violin, and fingersy who in the firtt 
defcribed dance, accompany .the mufc with their hands and 
voices, having always -fome words adapted to the mufic, which 
are generally of fuch a tendency as would in the United States oe- 
cafion every lady to leave the room. 

‘¢ Their games are cards, billiards, horfe-racing, and cock-fight- 
ing, the firft and laft of which are carried to the moft extrava. 
gant lengths, the parties lofing and winning immenfe fums. The 
prefent commandant.general is very fevere with his officers in 
thefe refpeéts, frequently fending them to fome frontier poft, in 
confinement for months, for no other fault. than having loft large 
fums at play. 

“ At every town of confequence isa public walky where the 
ladies and gentlemen meet and fing fongs, which’ are always on 
the fubjeét of love, or the focial board. The females have fine 
voices, and fing in French, Itahan, and Spanih, the whole com. 
pany joining in the chorus. In their houfes thedadies play on the 
guitar, and generally accompany it with their voices. | They 
either fit down on the carpet crofs.legged, or loll on a fofa, To 
fit upright ina chair appeared to put them to great inconvenience, 
and although the better clafs would fometimes do it on our firtt 
introduction, they foon demanded liberty to follow ‘theireld 
habits. In their eating and «lrinking they are remarkably tem- 
perate. Early in the morning you receive a'difh of chocdlate and 
a cake; at twelve you dine on feveral difhes of meat, fowls, and 
fifh ; after which you have a variety of confectionary; and indeéd 
an élegant defert: then drink a few glaffes of wine, fing a few 
fongs, and retire to t.ke the fiefla, or afternoon nap, which ts 
done by rich and poor ; and about twoo’clock the windows and 
doors are all clofed, the ftreets deferted, and the ftillnefs of mid- 
night reigns throughout. About four o’clock they rife, wath aril 
drefs, and prepare for the diffipation of the night. About eleven 
o'clock fome refrefhments are offered, but few take any, except a 
little wine and water, and a little candied fugar, 

** The government have multiplied the difficulties for Eu. 
ropeans mixing with the Creoles or Metis, to fuch a degree, thae 
it is difficult for a marriage to take place. An officer withing to 
marry a lady not from Europe, is obliged to acquire certifientes, 
ot the purity of her defcent for two handred years back, and 
tranfmit them to the court, when the licence wil! be returned ; 
but fhould the he the daughter of a perfon of the rank of captain 


or upwards, this nicety vanifhes, as their rank purifies the blood 
@ the defcendants, 
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“* The general fubje¢ts of the converfation of the men are wo. 
men, money, and horfes, which appear to be the only objects in 
their eftimation, worthy of confideration. Having united the fe. 
male fex with their money and their beafts, and treated them too 
much after the manner of the latter, they have eradicated: from 
their breafts every fentiment of virtue, or of ambition, to purfue 
the acquirements which would make them amiable companions, 
inftruétive mothers, or refpe€table members of fociety. Their 
whole fouls, with a few exceptions, like the ‘Turkith ladies, are 
taken up io mafic, drefs, and the little blandifhments of volup. 
tuous diffipation. Finding that the men only require thefe 1s 
objects of gratification to the fenfual paffions, they have lof 
every idea of the feaft of reafon and the flow of foul which 
arife from the intercourfe of two refined and virtuous minds, whofe 
inmoft thoughts are open to the infpection and admiration of each 
other, and whole refinements of fentiment heighten the pleafures 
of every gratification. 

«¢ The beggars of the city of Mexico alone are eftimated at fix 
thoufand fouls, what muft be the number through the whole king- 
dom? And what reafon can it be owing to, that, in a country 
fuperior to any in the world for riches in gold and filver, pro. 
ducing ail the neceffaries of life, and moft of its luxuries, there 
fhould be fuch a vaft proportion of the inhabitants in want of 
bread and clothing ? It can only be accounted for by the tyranny 
of the government, and the luxuries of the rich ; the government 
ftriving by all the local reftri€tions poflibly to be invented, with. 


out ablolutely driving the people to defperation, to keep Spanifh 
America dependent on Europe.’* P, 371. 


The Appendix contains fome very interefting letters be- 
tween Major Pike and his fuperior the American General 
Wilkinfon and others. Two neat maps are prefixed, and 


we are certainly under confiderable obligation to Mr. Rees 
for republifhing this work in England. 
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Art.1V. A calm Inquiry into the Scripture Do€trine con- 
cerning the Perfow of Chrift, Sc. 


(Concluded from p. 89.) 


N the tenth fection ef this work (fee our firft article on 
it) we have met with nothing to arreft our attention. © It 
difplays indeed the zeal of the author, who feems inclined 
to abandon the general and vifible judgment of mankind at 
the end of the world, rather than admit that our Lord, who 
1s 
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is to be the judge, is any thing more than a mere man ; but 
jt contains nothing which can fhake the faith of any Trini- 
tarian. Mr. Belfham, with more than his wonted candour, 
ftates fairly the different opinions of Unitarians concerning 
the manner in which a mere man may exercife that authority 
with which Chrift is faid to be now vefted; and whilft the 
reader will find that thefe opinions are fo very different as to 
be utterly irreconcileable with each other, a moment’s reflec- 
tion will convince him that every difficulty is removed b 
the Catholic do@trine, that Chrift is Gop as well as man! 
and that it was only in his human nature that he was exalted 
in reward for his fufferings. 

The worfhip that appears to have been paid to Chrift by his 
immediate followers has been generally urged as a conclu- 
five argument for his true divinity; but in the eleventh 
feftion M. B. labours to prove that from the New Tefta- 
ment there appears not to have been paid to him any wor- 
thip from which this conclufion can be fairly drawn: There 
is a confiderable degree of candour difplayed in this chapter ; 
but flill we have to complain of the usage of ambiguous 
phrafes, which, though not perhaps intended, are certain| 
calculated to excite prejudices againft the Catholic doétrine 
and Catholic worfhip. In the conclufion of the following 
paffage, which occurs before a fingle text of Scripture, has 
been confidered, the reader will find one of thefe, 


“* The worfhip of the Virgin Mary and other faints, as they 
are called, in the Roman Church, is by Proteftants deemed ide. 
latry. And upon the fame principle, the worfhip of Chrit by 
Trinitarians, Arians, and Socinians, 1s idolatrous in the judge. 
went of Unitarians, who conceive of God alone as the proper-ob. 
jet of religious worfhip.’’ P. 349. 


But is not Mr. Belfham perfe&tly aware that God alone is 
the obje& of worfhip in the judgment of Trinitarians as welh 
as Unitarians ; and that they worlhip Chrift becaufe they be- 
lieve him to be, in his fuperior nature, one and the fame 
God with the father and the Holy Ghoft, though they pre- 
tend not to give an adequate explanation of this Trinity in 
Unity *? Suppofifig the Trinitarians to be in an error in 
pron, this do€trine, yet if they believe it in /incenity thay 
cannot be accufed of wilful idolatry; becaufe they pay di- 
vine worfhip to no being or perfon, whom they do not believe 
to be truly God It is theretore unfair, at the Beginning of 
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fach an enquiry as this, to excite prejudices in the minds of 
the unlearned againft the Trinitarians as worthipping a Being 
whom they acknowledge to be inferior to the eternal God. 
The cafe, however, is very different with refpect to the 
Arians and Socinians; for they worfhip a being whom they 
declare not to be God ; and therefore the charge of idolatry 
brought againft them is unqueflionably better founded. | 

But we pals qn to the texts which are examined on this 
fubj:&, of fome of which, as they appear to us forcign from 
the purpofe, we fhall take no notice. It 1s certainly true, as 
this author contends, that Chritt might be the objett of our 
love though he were not God; and we cheerfully give our 
approbation to the text which he lays down for afcertaining 
whether our love of Chrift be genume : it is our Lord’s own 
declarauon ; ** He that heth my commandments, and Keepeth 
them, he it is that loveth me.” Wee cannot, however, agree 
with our author in the following obfervations, which feem 
indeed to carry their own.confutation within them. 


«¢ Matthew XXVIII, 9. * Jefus met them, faying, All hail! 
and they came and held ‘him by his feet, and worfhipped him.’ 
—Ver. 17. “ When they faw him, they worfhipped ‘him.’— 
. Luke XXIV. 51, 52. § While he bleffed them he was parted 
from them, and carried up into Heaven: and they worfhipped 
him.’ Sce alfo Matt. 1X. 18. XV. 25. John IX. 31.” 


The author might have added various texts to thefe, more 
efpecially John XX. 26—29. He tries to get rid of their 
force by faying + , 


*« The worthip in thefe inftances offered to Chrift was civil 
tefpe&t, not religious homage: the word spocxusw is often ufed 
in this fenfe, as well as the Englify word aworSip. Dan. IT. 46, 
Nebuchadnezzar, fell upon his face, and worfhipped Daniel.’— 
A@s X. 25. ‘Cornelius fell at Peter’s feet and worfhipped him,’ 
Thefe were indications of high refpe& to perfons vifibly prefent, 
who were fuppofed to be meflengers from God, but who were not 
believed to be themfelves gods. But the queition is concerriing 
the lawfulnefs of addrefling worfhip to Chrift, now that he is no 
longer feofibly prefent.? P. 361. 


The queftion appears to us to be whether it was civil ho- 
mage or religious worfbip that was paid on all thele occafions ; 
for it is furely a matter of no moment whether. the perfon 
to whom religious worthip is paid be /enfibly prefent or not, 
fince the fenfible prefence of any creature cannot tonvert an 
act of idolatry into the worthip of the true God. -Fhat 
weooxvvew fignifies fometimes religious worfbip, and oures 
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civil homage, according to the mode of proftration practifed 
in the eaft, cannot,’ we think, be queftioned; and therefore 
whether it be the one or the other, on any particular occa. 
fion, can be determined only by the circumftances of the 
cafe. That it was more than mere ervil re/ped?, which 
Cornelius meant to pay to St Peter is unquettionable ; for as 
foon as he had fallen down at his feet, the apoftle ‘ took 
bim up, faying fland up: I myfelf alfo ama Man.’ (Vers 
26.) That it was rehgious worfhip that Nebuchadnezzar 
meant to pay to Daniel feems equally clear; for he not only 
fell down at the prophet’s feet, but allo commanded ‘ that’ 
they fhould offer an oblation, and {weet odours unto him,’ 
which, though we are not exprefsly told fo, the pious prophet 
undoubtedly forbad to be done. This being the cafe, why 
fhould we fuppofe that mere civil re/pect was all that the dif- 
ciples meant to pay to their mafter on the various occafions 
which are here mentioned? Mere civil refpeét could not be 
what St. Thomas meant, when he called him My Lorp and 
mY Gop! | 

We are perfeStly aware that the author elfewhere (p. 219.) 
endeavours to explain away. the force of this text, by calling 
it a fudden exclamation of aftonifhment and joy ; as if he 
had faid, addreffing himfelf to the invifible God, ‘* My Lord! 
and my God! How great is thy power! or, my Lord, and 
thy God hath done this.” But why my Lord and my God, 
if he was addrefling himfelf to the invifible God of Ifraei ? 
The truth however is, that this was no fudden exclamation 
of furprife on firft feeing Jefus enter the room. Jefus had 
entered into the room; placed himfelf in the middle of the 
company ; faid unto them all in general: ‘* Peace be unto 
you;” and then addreffing himfelf to the /ceptical apo/tle, 
as our author calls Thomas, faid unto him: * Reach 
hither thy finger, and behold my hands; and reach hither: 
thy hand, and thruft it into ‘my fide; and be not faithlefs 
but believing.’ It was then and not before that Thomas faid, 
hot to the invifible God, but to him who had juft fpoken 
to him—-eizrey aura “O Kupids pov nai 6 beds wou. Would 
the bleffed Jefus have acknowledged this for the -conteflion 
of the true faith, as he certainly did, had he not been God, 
the obje&t of worfhip 2? Certainly not ; and therefore when it 
18 faid by St. Matthew, that his difciples, after his refurrecs 
tion gosexivncay ad’tg—fome of them holding him by the 
feet ; and, by St. Luke, that they worfhipped him at his 
afcenfion, and returned to Jerufalem with great joy, it would 
be very unreafonable, efpecially when we refleé&t on the doce 
trjne 
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trine of the Jews refpeéting the Jenovan-Angel, and the 
ANGELUs REDEMPTOR *, to fuppofe that the Evangeli{ls 
meant nothing more by wor/bip on thefe occafions than civil 
refpe?. ‘The words of St. Luke indeed cannot, we think, 
be even fortured into this meaning; for they reprefent the 
tm as worlhipping their Lord and Mafter, not while he 
was ftanding among them, but after he was feparated from them 
and then were prepa ing to return to Jerufalem.—Kai éyévero 
év ry ivddyely adrov adrous, Sdorn de’ adrav, xal aveQegero eis 
vow odgavev. Kai adroi meooxuvncavres adrov, dméerpepay tis 
“Iegovsarnp meta Y%29as Weyadns. 

The formula of Chriftian baptifm has always been con- 
fidered as one of the ftrongeft proofs of the doétrine of the 
Trinity, and by confequence of the Divinity of Chrift; but 
Mr B. endeavours to evade its force, by doubting, 


«* Whether the text (Matt. XXVIII. 19.) be genuine, 
though Griefbach has put no mark of doubt upon it ; whether ic 
was intended as a formulary of the rite; whether the names of the 
Father and Spirit were ever ufed in primitive baptifm ; whether 
the precedents in the New Teftament are not all in the name of 
Chrift only ; and finally, whether a pofitive infticution, which 
contains no direét addrefs to an invifible being, can with pro. 
priety be regarded as an act of religious worfhip!’” P. 364. 


To fuch groundlefs doubts as thefe it would furely be a 
walle of timeto reply. Yet there is one of them fo very ex- 
traordinary, that we cannot pafs it over without notice. It 
is doubtful, fays the author, ‘* whether the names of the, 
Father and the Spirit were ever ufed in primitive bap- 
tim.’ Indeed! How then came St. Paul to afk the Ephe- 
fian converts, unto what they were baptized; merely becaufe 
they had faid, that they had not fo much as heard whether 
there be any Holy God? (A&s XIX. 2, 3.) 

Philip. Il. 9, 10, has always, until now, been confidered 
as an irrefragable proof that Jefus is to be worfhipped, with 
religious worfhip ; but Trinitarians, Arians, and Socinians 
have all, it feems, been miftaken. 


** The learned Peirce,*’ fays our author, ‘* whofe fyftem 
countenanced the worfhip of Chrift, explains this text in his pa- 
raphrafe, as not bearing upon that queftion {’* 


And do thofe friends to free pe expe€ indeed that the 


whole Chriftian world is to yield with implicit confidence 
to the auros én of the learned Peirce or the learned Belfham? 


7% 
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* See Nares’s Remarks, &c. and the works there referred to. 
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So it feems; for nothing more has been thought neceflary 
to deftroy the force of this text. 

Aéts xi. 14, 21, in which the difciples are reprefented as cal~ 
ling on or invoking the name of Chrift, have generally been ale 
lowed to be texts in which reigious worfhip is [aid to be due to 
Chrift ; but, fays this author, ‘‘ the words—égimarouztveus 73 
yo ov,” —tmay in thefe texts be rendered,‘ who are called,” 
or ** who call themfelves dy thy name ;”’ and for this renders 
ing he appeals to Wakefield. That the atithority of Wake- 
field as a Greek {cholar was high, where his judgment was not 
warped by prejudice, we cheerfully acknowledge; but we 
cannot fabmit to that authority on the prefent occafion, for 
various reafons, of which it is fufhicient to ftate one, which 
has indeed been urged by others, and lately, we think, by Mr. 
E. Nares, whofe book our author was called on by every 
honourable motive to fludy. At the cenverfion of St. Paul, 
and for fome years afterwards, the difciples were not called 
by the name of Chrift ether by them‘elves or by their enemies ; 
-and they were fiit called by that name, not in Damaicus, 
but in Antioch ! 

The example of Stephen praying to the Lord Jefus in the 
agonies of death, in language very fimilar to that in which 
Jefus himfelf had prayed, in fimilar circumftances to his Hea- 
venly Father, have always been thought decifive in favour 


of the practice of addrefling prayer to Chrift. 


“* But,”’ fays this author, “* to wave the remark, that the fo. 
litary unauthorized example of this good man would of itfelf be 
no fufficient warrant for a practice CONTRARY TO THE PRECEPTS 
or Curist, and the dottrine of his Apoftles, which are.the only 
proper directory of Chriftian worfhip, it may be obferved, that 
this holy proto-martyr had juft been favoured with an aétual vi- 
fion of our Lord, and that the vivid impreffion of it, if not 
the vifion itfelf, muft have continued on his mind, fo that he 
had a certain knowledge, if not a vifible perception of the real 
prefence of Chrift. The example of the primitive martyr, therefore, 
does not fall within the limit of religious worfhip, nor in the 
leat degree authorize addrefles to Chrift when he is not fenfibly 
prefent.’”  P. 373. 


The futility of placing importance on fenfible prefence in 
this queftion fhall be fully expofed by and by; but in the 
mean time we muft put Mr. B. in mind, that St. Stephen 
was more than a good man—he “ was full of the Holy Ghok 
and of wifdom.” That fuch a man, even in the agonies of 
death, fhould have been fo little mafter of himfe!f as to difo. 
bey the precepts of Chrift is net to be fappofed ; and “ton 
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fore, until fome precept condemning his practice be pro-: 
duced, we may fafely confider that practice is a fufltcient | 
warrant for our offeringlup prayers to Chrift.. The truth as, 
as Bifhop Horfley has completely proved *, that St. Stephen 
died a martyr to the DEITY of Chrift:. The crime, of which 
he was accufed, was, that he had {poken ‘ blafphemous 
words againft Mofes and againft God ; againft the temple and 
againit the law.” : 

¢¢ The blafphemy againft Mofes,’’ fays the learned prelate, 
*¢ was probably his affertion, that the authofity of Mofes was 
mferior to that of Chrift, But what could be the blafphemy 
againft God? What was there in the dorine of the Apoilles 
which could be interpreted as blafphemy againft God, except it 
was this, that they afcribed Divinity to one who had fuffered 
publicly as a malefactor. That this was the bleffed Stephen’s 
€time, none can doubt, who attends to the conclufion of the 
ftory. He ‘ looked up ftedfaftly into Heaven,’’ fays the infpired 
hiftorian, ** and faw the glory of God,’® (that is, he faw the 
{plendour of the Shechinah, for that‘1s what is meant, when the 
glory of God is mentioned as fomething to be feen) “ and Jefus 
standing on the right hand of God.’’ He faw the man Jefus in 
the midit of this divine light. His declaring what he faw, the 
Jewith rabble underftood as an affertion.of the Divinity of Jefus.- 
‘They ttopped their ears; they overpowered his voice with their 
own clamours ; and they harried him out of the city to infli@: 
wpon him the punifhment, which the law appointed for blafphe- 
mers. He died as he had lived, attefting the deity of our cruci- 
fied Mafter. His laft breath was uttered in a prayer to Jesus, 


for the word Gop is not in the original text, firft for himfelf, and 
then for his murderers.’’ 


Our author admits that in 2 Cor. xn. 8, 9, St. Paul de- 
feribes himfelf as praying to Chrifl; but this he fays, is no 
warrant for us to dothe fame. Why fo? the reader ‘will 
naturally afk. Why! replies Mr. Beifham, ‘* Becaufe 
Chrift had repeatedly appeared to St. Paul both in perfon and 
m vifien ;” and it is evident, that it was when our Lord 
was fenfibly prefent, that the Apoftle prayed to him; for he 
cites the very words of our Lord’s reply. ” 

We have already obferved that the fenfible prefence or 
ablence of a-created Being, to whom religious worfhip is 
addreffed, could not change an a& of idolatry into the ado- 
ration of the true Cod; and that therefore this diftin@ion is 


~- 
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* Twelfth Letter to Dr..Prieftiey. 
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to the laft degree frivolous. Were it, however, otherwife; 
—were it of as great importance as poffible, it is a diftinc- 
tion, of which he Unitarians cannot avail themfelves. If 
Chrift Jefus were nothing more than a mere man, it is obvious 
that he could not be in heaven and on earth at the very fame 
inftant of time; tor it is God alone who filleth heaven and 
earth, as he hath declared bimfelf by the mouth of the pro- 
phet Jeremiah; but St. Peter hath affured us*, that from 
the period of the man Jefus Chrift’s afcenfion, “ the heaven 
me! soit or contain him until the times of the reflitution 
of all things.” —ov def odgavov piv déFacbar axe: xedvew 
amoxatactracews Savrwy; and therefore we may be fure that 
in his Auman nature, he has not been, as our author dreams, 
fometimes in heaven and fometimes on earth. 

Mr. B. admits that Paul and the* other facred writers 
commonly begin and end their epiftles with devout withes 
for evangelical bleflings from God and Chrift, ‘upon thofe 
to whom their epiftles are addreffed ; but we/bes and prayers, 
he fay's, are very far from being terms of the fame import. 
We have feen the fame diftin&tion made between prayers . 
and wifhes, by Calviniftic zealots in their outrageous attacks 
on fome parts of the worfhip of the primitive church; but 
the diftinetion is in the higheft degree abfurd, when the 
prayers and wifhes are for fuch bleflings or mercies as God 
only can beftow. God underftands the thoughts of men 
long before they be clothed in words ; and St. Paul {peaks 
of prayers or interceflions which cannot be uttered. ‘Such 
interceflions are the devout wifhes of which this author 
{peaks ; and if thofe wifhes be dire&ted at once to Chrift and 
to God, it follows that Chrift ag well as God is religioufly 
worfhipped by them. 

The twelfth feétion of this work is entitled ees “to 
prove the proper Humanity of Jefus Chrift ;” but no argu. 
ments are neceffary to prove this propofition, as the humanity 
of Jefus Chrift is, in the prefent age, admitted by all who 
call themfelves Chriftians, if the Quakers or Society of — 
Friends be not an exception. It is well that this is the cafe; 
for Mr. Belfham has produced nothing that deferves to be 
called an argument on the fubje&t. He ae forth, indeed, 
much declamation againft the Catholic doétrine, that Chrift 
was and is God as well as man ; and triumphs in the affertion 
that if this doétrine were true, it would be taught in the New: 
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Teflament as explicitly as the doGrine of a future life. To 
this it is fufficient to reply, that it zs taught in language as ex- 
licit as that which teaches the re'urreétion of the dead; and 
that it would be eafy, if it could be done with innocence, 
to fet afide, by Ais mode of critici{fm, any text which he 
fhali quote in proo! of the general refurretion! Of this doc- 
trine indeed he aflims, that no believer in the miffion of 
Chrift can poffibly entertain a doubt; but when he fuffered 
this hafty aflertion to efcape bim, he had furely forgotten, 
that even in the days of St. Paul, there were fome, protefling 
at leaft to believe im the mifion of Chrift, probably in a 
higher fenfe than that in which it is believed by Mr. Belfham, 
whe yet faid that there is no refurre&tion* of the dead; and 
others, who faid that the refurrection was even then patft 
already t. He declaims likewife on the a/foni/bment which 
the apoftles muft have difplayed, when the doctrine of the 
re-exillence and divimty of their Mafter was firft made 
a ® to them, though there appears no evidence of fuch 
aftonifhment in, any part of the facred volume; but this 
proceeds, as we have already obferved, on the fuppofition 
that every Jew was, like Mr..Belfham, a Unitarian, and ex- 
etted the Mefhah to be a mere man; a fuppofition which 
as been repeatedly proved to be groundlefs, He appeals 
likewile to the reafon and common fenfe of mankind upon 
the fubject; but on fuch fubjects the reafon and common 
fenfe of mankind, without the aid of revelation, are not: com- 
etent to fit in judgment; and if they were, we fulpe& that 
[ himfelf would on fome occafions appeal from their fen- 
tence, 

It is a fact, which Unitarians admit, that long before the 
coming of Chrilt, the sepia gay of the Platonic fchool 
taught at once a mouarchy and a Trinity in the Godhead. — It 
is likewale a ta¢t, that trom time immemorial a fimilar doc. 
trine, together with repeated incarnations of one of the Dies 
vine perfons, has been taught by the Bramins of India. We 
do not fay that either of thefe {chools taught a pure doétrine 
like that which 1s revealed in the oracles of God; for having 








* + Cor. xv. 12. 
+ 2 Tim. i. 15, He tells us, indeed, himfelf, in the fecond 
art of this work, that the Swedenborgians deny the refurrection 
1n its literal fenfe, and believe that the lait judgment took place 
in the fpiritwal world, A. D. 1757. : 
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paid forhe attention to their do€trines, we are perfeétly fatis- 
fied that they are both corrupted ; but flill we would afk this 
man of reafon and common fenfe, where the Bramins and 
ancient Platonifts originally got their Trinities and Monar- 
chies:in the Divine Nature. If their doétrines were the de- 
duGtions of their own reafon, a Trinity in Unity caanot be 
contrary to the reafon and common fehfe of mankind ; unlefs 
reafon and common fenfe were unknown in the world till the 
end of the eighteenth, and the beginning of the mineteenth 
century, when they were fi: ft brought to light by a few Eng- 
lith Unitarians. If fuch do€trines weré not the deduétions 
of reafon, as certainly they were not; they muft have been 
derived trom fome oiliek fource; and there is but one other 
fource conceivable by us, from which they cou/d have been 
derived. They are not like the polytheifm of antiquity, 
which originated in the blindnefs of the human underfiand” 
ing, {peculating on the natural and moral evil which prevails 
in the world, and endeavouring to find caufcs for phenomena 
apparently fo difcordant and even contradictory; for a Tri- 
nity in Unity accounts for none of thefe phenomena, as the 
were acconnted for by the good and evil principles of the 
Magi, and by the fuperior and inferior Deities of Gréece, 
who were all aétuated by human paffions and human appe- 
tites. How then came this doétrine of a Trinity in Unity 
which is fo myfterious in itfelf, which gratifies no paffion or 
appetite, and which tends not in the {mallet degree to re- 
move any difficulty known to mere realon, ‘to prevail origi- 
nally in the eaft, and thence to fpread over fo large a portion 
of the habitable globe, as weall know to have difplayed traces 
of it. Mr. Belfham will not fay, nor are we difpoled to fay, 
that the Indian philofophers firf caught a glimpfe of this 
dotrine in the Jewith and Chriftiah Scriptures; but we are 
difpofed to fay, as we firmly believe, that as the human race 
had its origin in the eaft, a Trinity in Unity may have been 
handed down to the Bramins or Brachmans, by oral tradition 
from the Patriarchs of that race, to whom occalional revelas 
lations were unqueftionably made. 

With this account of the origin of the heathen Trinities, 
we are fully aware that Mr. Bellham will not be fatisfied; 
but we hope that when he fhall make the ufual objeCtions, of 
fuperftition, prejudice, ignorance, and bigotry to it, be watt. 
favour us ‘with a more raticnal and fatisfactory account of it 
himfelf; for that fome notion of a Trittity in Unity did in 
fact prevail in various fchools of heathen antiquity, has been 
Proved by the bearned ~— with a cogericy of argue 
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ment which admits of no sf In the mean time, we re 
quelt the reader to bear in mind, that we do not urge this faét 
in proof of the Catholic doctrine, which muft reft entirely on 
the foundation of /acred Scripture; but we do urge it as a 
proof that the dottrine is not fo contrary to the reafon and 
common Tenfe of mankind, as Mr. Belfham and his friends 
with the vulgar to believe. 
In the remainder of this fection, to which a long appendix 
Is added, he travels over the fame ground that was trod by 
Bifhop Horiley and Dr. Prieftley ; and finds, as the reader 
will anticipate, that thefe two able combatants retired at laft 
From a field, “‘ equally well fatisfied with the refult of the con- 
fi; Dr. PrieMley with his VICTORY, and Dr. Horfley 
with his MITRE.” It would be a very eafy tafk to fhow, 
that this conclufion refls not on the critical acumen, but on 
the felf. fufficiency of the author ; and on his confidence, we 
doubt not well founded, that his friends in Hackney and El- 
Tex-ftreet will implicitly believe whatever he may affert ; but, . 
on this tak we mean not to enter. We have reafon to be- 
lieve that a new edition of Bifhop Horfley’s Traéts is prepare 
ing for the prefs by the fon of their author. To him, there- 
fore, we look for a defence of his fathers fair fame againtt, 
the attack that has been made on it by this champion of Uni- 
tarianifin ; but though we choofe not to thruft our fickle into 
another man’s harvelt, there are two paflages—one in the 
fe€&tion under our immediate review, and the other in the 
appendix ; on which our duty to the public requires us te 
animadvert. | 
Mr. Belfham, in fupport of Dr. Prieftley’s opinion, that 
the Ebionites were not confidered, at firft, as heretics, affirms 
that ** Ebionites was merely the title by which the body of 
Jewith believers was diftinguilhed by Gentile Chriftians till 
the time of Epiphanius.”. On what authority this is faid we 
know net; but it is in dire& oppofition to the teftimony of 
St. Luke, who informs us, (As xi. 26,) that even in his 
time the difciples were called not Ebionites but Chriftians, 
and that they were firft fo called in Antioch. See Whitby’s 
fausta&tory note on the place. 


In a note on the Appendix, the author boafts of the rapid 
refs of Unitarian principles, and avows his firm convic- 
tion, that the only effectual check which can be given to that 
torrent of abfurdity and enthufiafm, (meaning, we believe, 
what is called evangelical preaching) 


«* which threatens to overwhelm the country, and which 
excites ju alarm in every confiderate mind, is, not by Oppo- 
ang 
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fing nonfenfe to nonfenfe, and fanaticifm to fanaticifin, but by 
the calm, dignified, and irrefiftible progrefs of reafon, truth, and 
wifdom ; by the prevalence of UNITARIAN PRINCIPLES, OF 
tHE LANCASTERIAN system oF Epucation, and of a firm, 
temperate, and truly primitive difcipline.” P. 445. 


To the patrons of the Lancafterian fchools, who believe 
the Catholic doctrines of the Trinity and the ATONE 
MENT, this is an awful warning, ‘* whether they will hear, 
or whether they will forbear,” of what they have to expett 
from fuch ill-judged patronage. Lancafler himfelf, it he 
be indeed a Quaker, is of courfe a Unitarian ; and though he 
may conf{cientioufly, if that be pofhible, refrain from infiilling 
any kind of religious principles into the minds of his pupils ; 
yet is it here more than infinuated, that Unitarian miflionarics 
will hover round his {chools, or find their way into them as 
teachers, and plant their notions as firft principles in the 
blank minds of the children of Chriftian parents. Even thit 
warning, however, if we may infer the future from the paft, 
will have no effe& on the conduct of our evangelical preach- 
ers; for though we believe them to be found in the faith, fo far 
as it refpeéts the doétrine of the arin we fear that they 
would hazard even that do€rine to pull down our national 
eftablifhments. But let the Church of England take the warn. 
ing, which has thus been fairly held out to her; and let the 
Church of Scotland, if fhe thinks fit, do the fame thing ; for 
attacked as both churches are, by fanaticif{m on the one fide, 
and unitarianifm on the other; and expofed as they both are 
to the mining and fapping of falfe brethren within their re. 
{pe€tive pales, na human laws can long fupport their eftab 
lifhment, if care be not taken to inflil found principles int 
the minds of the rifing generation, ' 

We have now per tbruied all that we intended, when we 
fat down to review this daring volume: we have exhibited 
fuch fpecimens of the talents for reafoning and criticifm 
difplayed by its author, as may enable our readers to judge 
what deference is due to his authority, and whether his work 
be worthy of a place in their libraries. There is, indeed, a 
fecond part, in which the author exhibits, in ten feetions, 
his views of the various doétrines, maintained with sefj 
to the perfon of Chrift, by the various feéts of profeffing 
Chriftians. He begins with the Unitarian doctrine, to which, 
of courfe, he gives the preference; proceeds from it to 
the Socinian fcheme; thence to the Lew Arian Scheme; 
thence tothe proper or High Arian hypethefis ; thence to the 
Semi- Arian pt see at the head of which he places, we be~ 
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lieve correctly, Dr. Samuel Clarke : and thence to what he 
calls The Indwelling Scheme, which was fupported, he fays, 
by Dr. Thomas Burnet, of the. Chasers te, and by Dr. 
Doddridge ant Dr. Watts among the Diffenters. He then 
gives very fhort and fuperficial yiews of the Sadellian /chemes 
the Swedenbergian docirine, which was certainly unworthy of 
notice; and of Trithei/m,. where we were agreeably furprifed 
to find no mention of {ome modern names ufually claffed by 
Unitarians among Tritheifts. In this omiffion we cheerfully 
acknowledge that the author difplays a degree of genuine 
candour, which fhould put fome of his brother Unitarians to 
the blufh. The tenth fection, which is devoted to the 
Trinitarian doétrine, is comparatively along one; but there 
is no mention of the Quaker Trinity, becaufe Mr. Beliham 
is probably aware, that the genuine Quaker holds no fuch 
doctrine under any modification whatever, 

It is entirely foreign from our purpofe to give an abflract 
or analyfis of thefe feftions. Whoever wifhes to know the 
dotrines of the Socinians, Arians, and Semi-Arians, &c. 
will, of courfe, ftudy the Socinian, Arian, and Semi-Anan 
authors ; and he who is defirous of difcavering the truth as 
it is in Jefus, ought to fludy the facred Scriptures of the Old 
and New Teftaments, and the writings of the three firfl cen- 
turies of the Chriftian Church. Of the Unitarian {[cheme, 
as it is here detailed, we fhall only fay, that if we were con- 
vinced of its truth, though we would not, like fome zealous 
Catholic quoted by our author, talk of burning each hisBible, 
which would even then be a curious and learned book, we 
fhould certainly put very little more value on the Bible, as a 
fyftem of religious and moral inftru€tion, than on Xenaphon’s 
Memorabilia of Socrates, and The religion of Nature delineated, 
by Wollafton. According to this view of Chriftianity, it is 
nothing more than a seeakil fyftem of Deifm; and its au- 
thor, a mere man, perhaps, and only perhaps, fomewhbat more 
perfeé than Socrates! 

The view of the Trinitarian doétrine is exceptionable, 
chiefly from the author’s exaggeration of the difference of the 
mode in which that doétrine is conceived, by its various dee 
fenders, and the fupercilious, and we muit add, ignorant cone . 
tempt with which he treats all who have written in its defence. 
CupwortTh, and BuLL, and WATERLAND, and Hors- 
LEY ghee Mr. Jones, we think, is never mentioned) are 
all children in facred literature, when compared with PRLEST- 
Ley, and Linpsty, and Capps, and BeEtsHAM! The 
candid reader, however, who has learning equal to the = 
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will compare the works of thefe opponents, before he admit | 
that the former clafs 18 infertor to the latter; and if he be on 
his guard to diftinguifh confident aflertion from fair argu- 
ment, and keep conftantly in his mind this unqueltionable 
truth, that in the Divine Nature and mode of fubfiftence, 
there mufl be much that is not comprehenfible by men; he 
will be in no danger of having his faith fhaken by the writings 
of Mr. Belfham and his Unitarian friends. The obfervation of 
Warburton, that ‘* we might as reafonably conclude egainit 
the Divine original of the gofpel, if there were no traces of 
fach myflerious parts in it, as if there were only fuch,”’ isan 
unqueftionable truth; “* an unclouded fplendour, and undi- 
luted obfeurity, (as he adds) equally diferediting the works 
and difpenfations of Heaven.” 





_— 


Art. V. Poems, by Robert Burns: with an Account of his 
Life, and Mijcellanecus Remarks on his Writings, containing 
alfo mary Poems and Letters, not printed in Dr. Currie’s Edt- 
tion. In two Velames} 8vo. 11. is. The Truttees of 
James Marifon, (Bell and Bradfute, Edinburgh; ard 
Anderfon, Stirling.) 1811. 


HIS is a very elegant edition, of Poems defervedly po- 
pular; but as we feldom take notice of new editions of 
works, however celebrated, we fhould have pafled over this 
edition of Burns, had not our attention been arrelled by the 
new matter, and by the engravings intended to illuftrate the 
poetry. The life of the Poet, and the mifceilaneous re- 
marks on his writings, éxtending altogether through 199 
pages, areclegantly and judicioufly written, and would have 
ddne honour to any biographer and critic of the age; and 
the engravings, though certainly not in the figf ftyle, are, 
fome of them, ftrikingly emblematical of the {pirit of the po. 
ems to which they Belt? exhibiting m the countenances 
of the perfons, who figure in thefe poems, the paflions 
under which they are defcribed. 
This is remarkably the cafe in the engraving attached to 
the firft poem,’ entitled The two dogs, in which the gentle. 
man's dog Cafar is made to fay, 


‘* ]’ve notic’d, on our Laird’s court-day, 

An’ mony a time my heart’s been wae, 

Poor tenant bodies, fcant 0’ cath, 

How they maun thole a factor’s {hath ; 

L4 He’ 








Burns’s Poems, with Additions. 


He'll ftamp and threaten, curfe an’ fwear, 
He’}l apprehend them, poird their gear ; 
While they maun ftan’, wi afpeét humble, 
An’ hear it a’, an’ fear and tremble !’’ 


In the attached plate is reprefented ‘* a poor tenant body” 
in this flare of trepidation before an arrogant and enraged 
fa€tor or fleward, to whom he is paying his deficient rent ; 
lag bye-flanders are averting their faces from the 
cene, 

The plates attached to the poems, entitled Scotch Drink, 
the Holy Friar, Death and Dr. Hornbook, Halloween, Cot- 
ter’s Saturday Night, Tam O’Shantar, The Whifile and John 
Anderfon my Joe, are all equally appropriate; but it muft be 
corfeifed t at fame of the plates feem to have little more re- 
lation to one poem than to another, They amount, in num- 
ber, to twenty-three. 

The fuperiority of this edition, however, confifts in the 
peems which are not printed in the edition by Dr. Currie, 
reviewed in our 16th and 17th volumes. Thefe additional 
poems, which are unqueftionably the productions of Burns, 
are entitled—1. The Jolly Beggars; A Cantata. 2. HalyWil- 
jie’s Prayer. 3. Epitaph on Holy Willie. 4. The Kirk's 
Alarm. 5. The Two Herds*. 6. Letter to Jahn Goudte, 
Kilmarnock. 1. The Poet's Inventory. 8. Epigram, written in 
the Highlands. 9. Epitaph ona Wag in Meuchline. 10 Epi- 
gram on Elphinflone’s Tranflation 4 Martial. 11. Epigram 
on Captain Francis Grofe. 12+ Verfes addreffed to Mr. J. 
Ranken. 18. Epitaph.on a Country Laird. 14. Prologue 

Spoken by Mr. Woods, on his Benefit Night ; and Twe Songs. 

Of thefe poems, by far the moit valuable, as, indeed, 
they are moft characteriflic of the genius of Burns, are the 
firfl; the fecond; the fourth; and the fifth, We would 
not, however, be underftood to-approve of every fentiment ex- 

relled in them, o: even of every phrafe; for Burns’s lan- 
guage, though always vigorous, 1s fometimes grofs, while 
in his fatire he feems a flranger to mercy, whether the object 
of it be vice or only folly. | 

The perfonages, who figure in the Cantata, are a fet of 
vagrants who had met in a low ale-houfe, to barter their 
plunder for drink, and to be merry. They confift of a 





* Herdfmen or Shepherds, reprefenting here two minifters of 
the fapralapferian Calviniftic fect. i a's 


maimed 
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maimed foldier difcharged from the regiment, with his doxy ; 
the widow of a Highlandman who had been Aung for theft 
and robbery; a ftrolling fiddler; a caird or tinker; a ballad 
finger and his wife, or rather one of his éhree wives, who de- 
ferts him for the fiddler. Thefe people tell, each, their dif. 
ferent tales, and fing theirfongs, of which we thal] extra& 
the foldier’s as a {pecimen of: the poem. 


I, . 


«¢ Tam a fon of Mars, who have been in many wars, 
And fhew my cuts and fears wherever I come ; © 
This here was for a wench, and that other in a trench, 
When welcoming the French at the found of the drum, 
sage Lal de devdle, &c, 


II, 


«« My prenticefhip I paft where my Leader breathed his laft, 

When the bloody die was caft on the heights of Abram; 

I ferved out my trade when the gallant game was play’d, 

And the Moro low ‘was laid at the found of the aan. ine 
: ' ae" Lal de deudle, &c. 


Ill, 


« I latly was with Curtis, among the floating batt’ries, 
And there J left for witnefs an arm and a limb ; 
Yet let my country need me, with Elliot to heed me, 


I'd clatter on my ftumps at the found of adrum. 
‘ Lal de deudle, &e, 


IV. 


‘© And now, tho’ I muft beg with a wooden arm and leg, 
And many a tattered rag hanging over my bum, , 
I’m as happy with my wallet, my bottle and my callet, 
As when I ufed in fearlet to follow a drum. 
Mandal : Lal de deudle, &c, 


V. 


«* What though with hoary locks, I muft ftand the winter 
me. eae Ae Fs aials 

Beneath the woods and rocks oftentimes for a home, 

When the rother fag I fell, and the tother bottle tell, 

I could meet a troop of hell, at the found of the drum.’? 


Thefe entiments are, on the whole, fo noble, and fo wor- 
thy of a Britith foldier, that the reader is half inclined to re~ 
Tet “Sy ae ; gret 
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et that he who is made to utter them, fhould be claffed with 
fuch affociates. Yet the character is perfe€tly natural; for 
fellows are daily feen whofe breafts glow with fomething like 
heroic patriotifm, even whilft they beiong to a ging of 
thieves and robbers. This fon of Mars is followed by his 
trull, who tells her tale‘and fings her fong ; and the, by every 
one of the banditti in order, except the ballad finger’s wife, 
who is remarked for nothing but her intrigue a the fid- 
dler, from whom the widow of the Highland thief had veen 
carried off by the fuperior merits of the tinker! The. differ. 
ent chara€ters have this in common, that they all prey upon 
the public, and all place their happinefs in the loweft and 
groffeft fenfuality ; but they are in every other refpect very 
diftinet from each other, and the diftinétions are flrongi 
marked. One would, indeed, be almoft tempted tc fuppofe 
that he who painted fuch a group, in colours fo lively and fo 
varied, mult bave paffed fome time in the midit oftit. 

Holy I¥illie’s Prayer is intended to hold up to the execra- 
tion ef the public the principles and praétices of illiterate 
Calvinifis: and yet there is reafon to believe, that Burns was 
originally of the Calviniilic fe&t himfelf, probibly without 
having been at much pains to inquire into the foundation ot 
the fyflem, or to trace its natural confequences. A total re- 
volution, however, took place in his religious creed on the 
fubjeéts of eleftion, reprobation, and original fin, &c. after he 
had been compelled, according to the cuflom which then 

revailed among the higher Calvinifls, to do public penance 
yn the church for an iflicit amour. 


“* Though this,’’ fays the modeft biographer, ‘ was merely a 
matter of common form, and could be interpreted into no perfonat 
injury, it begot in Burns an itetinpreithable refentment, not 
only againft the Clergyman, by whom the difgrace was infli€ed, 
who was a man of primitive and venerable virtues, but againt 
all that defcription of his brethren (and lay-elders) who thought 
it their duty to maintain the feverity of the Calviniftic difcipline.’* 
(Life, p. 49.) By Holy Willie, we are to underftand a day-eldew 
of this clafs, who is made to commence his prayer in this ftrain; 


* © ruov, who in the heavens dof dwell, 
Who wha as it pleafes beft thyfel’, 
Sends one to heaven and ten to hell, 
A’ far thy glory, 
And no for any guide or ill 
‘They’ve done afore thee ! 
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¢ T blefs and praife thy matchlefs might 
Whan thoufands thou haft left in night, 
That I am here afore thy fight, 

For gifts and grace, 
A burnin’ an’ a fhining light, 

To a’ this place.’” 





This burning and fhining light, this man fo full of gifts 
and grace, after acknowledging that he might juftly have been 
plunged immediately from hts mother’s womb into hell-fire 
* through Adam’s caufe,”’ proceeds thus; 


‘© Yet I am here a chon fampk, 
To thow thy grace is great and ample ; 
I’m here a pillar in thy vie mg 
Strong as a rock, 
A guide, a butkler, an’ example 
To a’ thy flock. 


** But yet, O L——d! confefs I muft, 

At times I’m fath’d wi’ flefhly luft 

An’ fometimes too, wi’ worldly truft, 
Vile felf gets in; 

But thou remembers we are duft, 


Defil’d in fin. 


* 8 © © © & &© © & & 

* * © © © & &€ & & F 

*¢ Befides, I farther maun allow, 

Wi Lizie’s lafs, three times I trow 3; 

But, L—d, that Friday 1 was fow * 
When.I ceme near her, | 

Or elfe, thou kens, shy fervant true 
Wad ne'er ha’e fteer’d hers 


** May be thou lets this flefhly thorn 

Befet thy fervant e’en and murn, 

Left he more high and proud fhou’d turn, 
*Caufe he’s fae gifted ; 

If fae, thy han’ maun e’en be born, 
Until thou lift it. 


‘* L—d blefs thy. chofen in this place, 
For here thou hait @ chofen race ; 
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Bat G—d confound their ftubborm face, 
And blaft their name, 

Wha brings thy elders to difgrace, 
And public fhame, 


# L—d mind G* **n H***®**n’s deferts, 
He drinks, an’ fwears, an’ plays at carts *, 
Yet has fae mony takin arts, 
Wi’ grit an’ fma’ 
Frac G—d an’ pric the people’s hearts 
He fteals awa’, 


** An’ whan we chaften’d him therefore, 
Thou kens trow he bred fic a fploge t, 
As fet the world in a roar 

O’ laughin’ at us ; 
Carfe thou his bafket and his ftare 

Kail an’ potatoes,’” 


This ** pillar in the temple”—this child of eleQion—proe 
ceeds, in his zeal for what he deems, orthodoxy, to,imprecate 
much heavier curfes than the lofs of kai? and potatoes, on the 
whole prefbytery of Air, and more particularly on fome’ one 
called ** glib-tongued A—n,” becaufe, it feems, fupralapfa- 
rian Calvinifm was not among them in fufficient repute! He 
then concludes his fupplication with this modeft {lanza ; 


** But, L—d, rementber me and mine 

Wi’ mercies temp’ral and divine, 

That I for gear and grace may fhine, 
‘Excell’d by none, 

And a’ the glory fhall be thine, 
Amen, Amen !’’ 


Far be it. fronr us to approve of this mode of expofing 
any religious opinions, however abfurd, which are held in 
fincerity ; and {lilt further be it from us to fuppofe any feri- 
ous Calvinifts capable of formally expreffing fuch fentiments 
m an addrefsto God. But furely this poem is fufficient to 
fhow the danger of inculcating on uneducated men the pecu- 
liar doétrines of Calvinifm ; for there is not one fentiment in 
it, which to fuch men muft not appear to flow naturally, 


from the high Calyiniftic doctrines ot e/ection and reprobation, 
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eriginal fin, making infants liable to the pains of hell, per/eve- 
rance ot the faints, and affurance. That Burns wrote this fa- 
tire (for fuch it certainly is) with any pious or praife-worthy 
intention, it is difficult to fuppofe, after the hiftory of his re- 
ligious opinions which has been given by his prefent biogra- 
pher; bat if it prove a warning to our true churchmen and 
field-preachers to treat lefs frequently, and with more caution, 
of the peculiar articles of their creed, Hely Willie’s Prayer 
will prove one of the molt ufeful of its author’s compofi- 
tions. 

Not being fuch admirers of Burns’s profe writings as 
mapy eminent critics have profeffed themfelves to be, we 
fhall extraét nothing fromthe letters which are faid to be here 
publifhed for the firlt time. ‘The extraéts which we have 
made from the poetry are fufficient to convince our readers, 
that this as perhaps the moft valuable, though not the highett 
priced edition of his works, which has 3 been pubh . 
and that mt ought to have a place in the library of every ad- 
mirer of original genius. It concludes with a copious and 
accurate gloffary, without which, indeed, thefe elegant vo- 
at would be of Jittke value on the fouth fide -of the 
Tweed. 





_-———— 


Art. V.. Certain Principles in Evanfon’s “ Diffenance of the 
four generally received Evangelifis,”” Sc. 


(Concluded from p. 60.) 


Nthel Vth Difcourfe,Mr. Falconer confiders, at fomelength, 
the celebrated hypothefis of Profeffor Marth, in regard to 
an original document, the foundation of the three firft Gofpels. 
It is impoflible for us to enter at large into his arguments. 
He entirely difallows the probability, and much more 
the neceflity of any fuch document. He conceives that, 
under any degree of infpiration, the things related in the 
Gofpel might be providentially fo “ called to the remem- 
brances” of the writers, as to preferve every thing necef- 
fary, ** ai/ things’ of immediate importance tothe caufe of 
Chriftianity ; and that to enquire too cusioufly into the cir. 
cumftances of that verbal agreement in the evangelical marra- 
tives which is known to exift, is to endeavour ‘‘ to fupply 
by conjeGure the defects, if any, of the private hillory of 
the Apofiles; or to adapt a theory of in{piration to the nature 
and quantity ef information which, we are to prefuppofe, 
previoufly 
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previoufly exifted in writing.” Mr. F. reafons very ably 
upon the courfe, dusation, authority, and effect, of the oral 
propagation of the Gofpel ; and is inclined to conclude, that 
the received Gofpels were committed to writing, more for 
the fake of guarding pollerity from errors, than of inftruéting 
contemporaries. In his conclufion upon this point, he 
agrees with a learned author, whofe words he cites to the 
following effe€t:—** I admit then of a common document, 
but that document was no other than the preaching of our 
Lord himfelf *."’ Mr. F. cenfures, with much ne hag the 
** familiarity and confidence’? with which certain critics have 
lately handled the word of Gad, and expreffes his apprehen- 
fion, that they may be regarded as the occafion and fource 
of the exifting prejudices againft the doétrine of infpira- 
tion, 

The learned author confiders, at fome length, the defign 
and effect of the {purious and fi€titious Gofpels: he looks 
upon them as litle hikely to affeét the general credit of the 
canonical Scriptures; for however they might interfere, 
the latter appear to have been commonly regarded, even by 
the authors of the {purious works, as genuine; nor were the 
{purious and apocryphel books, in all probability, by any 
means intended to fuperfede the others. ‘This is an importe 
ant point, and we fhould be glad if we could make fuch exe 
traéts as might give a juft view of the argument. Mr. F. 
himfe]{ admits that the apocryphel writings were not diftine 
guifhed from the canonical Scriptures by any m.atk of publie 
cenfure; therefore, as Mr. F. obferves, the lofs of the for- 
mer, and permanency of the latter, is a proot that we do not 
owe our prefent canon of Scripture to any arbitrary autho- 
rity, but to the impartial decifion and dilccrnmeut of compe- 
tent and cautions judges, 

In Sermon V. we have fome very curious and valuable 
remarks on the probable effects of the introduciion of the art 
of printing, in regard to the adulteration of the Scriptures. 
it is fhown that, fo far from the period preceding the art of 
printing being favourable to the interpolation and corruption 
of manulcripis, every copy and manufcript, in fatt, was a 
check upon all others; that printing may propagate an error, 
undoubtedly with lefs chance of detection, but that the wra 
of manufcript tranfcripts was favourable to the purity of the 
text, and very much againil its general adulteration. 





*® As we alfo cited them, in our Review of Dr, Townfon’s 
Works. Rev. 
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The Vith Sermon, with the notes that accompany it, 
would form a book by itfelf, being an elaborate and very 
curious difcuffion of both the external and internal teflimony 
alledged again{t the authenticity of the two firlt chapters of 
St. Matthew’s Gofpel. Much as this topic has engaged the 
attention of learned men, of late years efpecially, it is ex- 
tremely doubtful whether fome very unwarrantable conclu 
fions have not been drawn, from the faéts brought forward, - 


- even by perfons of the higheft confideration for learning and 


abilities; and on this particular account Mr. Falconer’s 
view of the fubje&t isthe moreimportant. He has certainly 
taken a very greai deal of pains to fet things in a more cor 
rect point of view, and with much reafon and effect, in our 
eftimation, has put the world upon its guard, againft certain 
conceflions, opinions, and expreflions, even on the orthodox 
fide, not to be juftified by the real flate of things. The 
imputation thrown on Epiphanius by Bifhop Horfley (Traéts 
144), an incautious expreflion of Proteflor Marth in re- 
ferring to the fame hiftorian, and the conclufion drawn by 
the latter in regard to the motives which induced the writers 
of Latin MSS. to feparate the genealogy from the reft of 
the Gofpel, are among the principal points of this nature 
noticed by Mr. Falconer. His objections upon thele points 
are, we think, extremely reafonable ; and as they are direéted 
againft men whofe very names muit in general carry great 
weight with them, we efteem them to be exceedingly deferv- 
ing of regard. In Bithop Horfley’s opimiun of Epiphanius, 
a flur is caft upon the chareéter of that writer, which would 
almoit render his teftimony, in general, of very queflionable 
authority ; and yet, upon feveral accounts, it is of great 
importance to all parties. What Mr. F. has to fay in vin- 
dication of that hiftorian, it is almoft impoflible to abridge, 
and fhould be examined in all its parts. In regard to the 
éxpreflions and affertions of the learned tranflator of Michae- 
lis, we can do Mr. F, more juttice, by ftating his objections 
and arguments in brief. The Profeffor having obferved that 
Epiphanius afferts that the Hebrew Gofpel ufed by the 
Ebionites degax with the words Evyevero ev tas nuspais Hpwdis 
ts Pacirews, adds, ** Their Gofpel, theretore, contained no 
part of Marth. i. ai, Mr. F. thinks thefe terins too ftrong, 
and confidering the a&tual expreffions and teftimony of Epi. 
phanius, ‘* at leaft incautious.” Certainly according to 
piphanius himfelf, the Ebionite Gofpel is no dire&t proof 
againil the authenticity of thofe chapters, becaule he declares 
it to have been mutilated ; and the great queflion is, not how 
the Ebionite Gofpel began as ufed by them, but bow that voy 
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148 Falconer’s Bampton Leures. 


pel began which they had plainly received in a more com- 
lete ftate. The learned Proteffor alfo, in {peaking of the 
tin Manufcripts, in which the geneslogy appeais feparate 
from the other parts of the Gofpel, his obferved, that ** the 
writers of Latin manufcripts, who wrote the genealogy apart 
from the reft of the Gofpe!, were actuated not by critical 
but theological motives. They found difhculty in recon. 
ciling the genealogy in Matth. 1. with that of Luke iii. and 
theretore wi/hed to gét rid of it.” 3 
The author of the Free Enquiry into the authenticity of 
the firft and fecond chapters of St. Matthew's Gofpel, ad- 
duces this very circumilance, namely, the mode of placing 
the genealogy in various MSS. apart from the text, aS a 
Beak of their want of authority. Mr. Falconer, however, 
very ingenioufly contends, that from the very accounts given 
of thofe iipbaltrints, it is ralh to conclude either that the 
tranfcribers deemed the genealogy to be without authority, 
or that they wifhed to get rid of it. He remarks, that upon 
reference it will be feen, that in the illuminated copies, fo 
far from any ftigma being thrown on the genealogy, though 
feparated in the way defcribed, it is generally particularly 
embellifhed, and as much ornamented by the artifls as the 
fucceeding paffages. This is certainly an important obfer- 
vation. In one of the MSS. alfo referred to by Mr. Williams 
in his Free Enquiry, though he exprefsly obferves, that it 
appears not to have been held in much eftimation when the 
MS. was written, being feparated from the Gofpel by 
‘“€ prologues, notes, and old poems,” yet, fays Mr. F., it 
fil has reference to the place which it occupied, and had 
engaged the attention of fome perfon fo much as to induce 
him to comment upon it. ‘ Genealogia D. N.1.C. five 
nitium Evangelii fecundum Matthaum cum notis.” We 
merely adduce fuch remarks as the above, in order to fhow 
how much critical acumen and induftry Mr. F. difplays and 
evinces, in the conduét of fuch inveftigations and inquiries ; 
and we cannot but declare, that in the further agitation of 
this very curious queftion (for we fee that it will be fre- 
quently revived), this particular difcourfe of Mr. Falconer 
will demand the fulleft examination and attention, 
In the Vilth Difcourfe, Mr. Falconer enters upon that 
part of his plan in which he undertook ** To “teh vio in 


what manner, if in any, the eftablifhment of Chriftianity in 
the time of Conftantine, as the religion of the ftate, tended 
to facilitate the corruption of the written Gofpels ;” and we 
muft confefs, that were not the whole difcourfe written in 
the gravelt Byle, and with all the precifion of the clofeft are 
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gument, fo palpably does Mr. F. appear to have the advan- 
tage of his antagonift, that his lecture would appear to bea 
mere banter; {fo entirely unwarrantable and untenable do 
Mr. Evanfon’s aflumptions and conjectures appear, when 
brought to the teit of Mr. F.’s judicious ciiticifm. Mrs E,, 
in his Diffonance, concludes and ventures to protiounce, that 
the eftablithment of the church by Conftanffne, was that 
very . 


‘© Apoftacy from the truths of the Gofpel, predicted in different 
fcriptures of the New Teftament ;’’ that “* The truth of the 
Gofpel, and the authenticity of the Scriptures .which teach it 
reft folely upon the plurality of the voices of corrupt and erring 
men, of no authority from Heaven, and fupported only by the 
power of earthly magittrates ;’’ and that ‘* The four Gofpels 
-were received by the church of Conftantine, upon the authority 
of thofe profefled Chriftians of the fecond and third centuries, 
whom they thought fit to denominate orthodox ; and who, re- 
jecting all thofe numerous evangelical hiftories, which Luke in. 
forms us were written in his time, admitted and preferved thefe 
four alone, and attributed them to the authors, under whofe 
names they now appear,”’ 


How perfeftly abfurd and prepoflerous fome of thefe opi- 
nions are, muft, we think, be apparent to every mind ca- 


pable of appreciating the force of the following-admirable re- 
marks : 


‘© We are requited to fuppofe,’’ fays Mr. F., * that in the 
latter part of the fecond century all the copies (of the Gofpel) were 
corrupted, and the forged books generally difperfed ; and that in 
the time of Conftantine the Chriftians had availed themfelves of 
thefe corruptions. But would not the Arian controverfy have 
brought to light fuch a deception as this? Or without recurring 
to antiquity, can it be imagined that the author of the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire overlooked, in his extenfive re- 
fearches into this reign, a faét of fuch importance, which ac« 
corded fo well with his purpofe of degrading the charaéter of 
Conftantine, and impugning Chriftianity as an impofture? The 
wifhed-for difcovery, however, muft eafily have been made at 
the time of the Arian controverfy, if the impofition had then 
exifted ; and it is‘not a little fufpicious, that the author of the 
Diffonance fhould have effefted a difcovery, without any intiina- 
tion or affiftance from ancient authors, after au interval of fous. 
teen hundred years ; and that he fhould have fuggefted corruptions 
and interlopations which did not eccur to the difputants, nor are 
recorded by the hiftorians of that diftant sated. Nor can we 

avoid admiring the 6608 aia as well as the avpterefs, of 
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the inventors and fabricators of thefe writings, who could at fo 
early a time infert paflages, or compofe books, that fhould after. 
wards be fo exadtly accommodated to the furure interefts of Chrif- 
tians ; the eftablifhment of whofe religious fyftem, as the religion 
of the ftate, could not be traced in any events of their own age. 
If we fuppofe that the copies of the interpolated and of the forged 
writings wef@ the fame throughout both the eaftern and the 
weftern empire, to what are we to afcribe this conformity ? 
Was it fo antient as to have acquired no additional authority from 
the favour and protection of the Emperor? If it were the refule 
of fome aét of political power, it mutt, from the extent of its 
operation, have been noticed, if not preferved, among the me- 
morials of the empire. But we have no record of fuch tranfactions ; 
and we are juftified in concluding that no fuch ever exifted, 
If this mode of reply fhould be regarded as unfatisfatory, it 
mutt be confidered that it is the only mode which can be em. 
ployed. When objections relate to periods of time, of which ne 
hiftorical monuments whatever remain, it is eafy to invent fome 
anfwer, deduced from probability, which may fatisfy common 
enquiry, and be applicable to ordinary doubts. But when ob- 
jeCtions relate to periods of time, of which hiftories are preferved, 
and the hiftorians do not fpeak of events, which are ftated in 
the objections to have oecurred, we can only fhew, that the 
objections afflume more than the annals of hiftory fornifh, and 
argue upon fuppofitions and prefumptive data.’’—P. 215. 


Mr. F. appe.ls to fatis, and with great reafon contends, 
that it does pot at all appear from hiflory, ether that the 
canon of Scripture was ever fetrled by any plurality of voices 
in.a council, fo early as the fourth cemury, nor by. any inter- 
pofition of the civil mogtftrate. It is alfo fhown to be a 
mere affumnption, without any evidence to fupport it, that 
the hiftories alluded to by St. Luke, and fuid by Mr. E. to 
have been rejeéted by the orthodox, were contradiftory to 
bis Gofpel. Mr. F. concludes this fubject by remark- 
ing, that 


Tt is difficult to imagine, that a mere ftratagem of party in 
favour ef four fpurious narfatives, could at once annihilate the 
credit, or even deftroy the exiftence, of all the other more an. 
tient and more authentic accounis of the fame fubject: and ir is 
till more difficult to imagine by what means the contents of thefe 
loft writings have been fo well afcertained, as to juftify the 
affirmation, that they contradicted the accounts contained in the 
Gofpels which we now receive. But as the general prefervation 
of any particular writing is not eafily accompltfhed by intereft or 
favour, fo neither is the annihilation of oppofite accounts of facts 
to 
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to. he-effected completely by any means whatever. The procefs 
is not altogether mechavical, The inftruments are not merely fire 
and violence, or a.combination of a party, or a tribunal of inqui- 
fitors. Public opinion is of much too intellectual a nature to be 
tangible by any of thefe human.contrivances, How could the CI rif- 
tians controul and direct, to theftawn ends, fuch a fubtle and 
delicate, but extenfive, engine as thia, in the f¢eond and third 
centuries ? Both the orthodox and the heretics refpectively pre. 
ferved copies of their own books, in fition to the fame fpecies 
of political force,—the former in the reign of Diocletian, and the 
latter under that of Conftantine.”’ 


Mr. F., in his notes, apologizes for the defeéts of this 
Vilth Difcourfe, alledging the want of materials ; but as 
his opponent, under a flill greater want of materials to fup- 
. port hie affumptions, had delivered himfelf upon fome points 
of great importance, with a very unbecoming affurance and 
effrontery, Mr. F. could not do better than to fhow how 
little ground he had to make fuch affertions, and indulge 
fuch fufpicions, from any authorities fupplied by hiftory, 
or approved by reafon. 

In bev [11th and laft Difcourfe of the Le€ture, Mr. F. under. 
takes to ** reconcile the fuppofed anachronifms in the language 
ot the Gofpels, by an hiftorical {ketch of the diffugion of the 
Greek tongue among various parts of the world.” Mr. Evan- 
fon, it is well known, had afferted that the fingle circumftance 
of the mixture of Latin words with the Greek of the Gofpels, 
induced him to fufpeét every paflage or writing wherein it is 
found, to be either an interpolation or fiétion, of no earlier 
date than the middle of the fecond century. Mr. F. infifts 
upon this being a very unreafonable ftandard of authenticity, 
and that trom a due confideration of the general prevalence 
and reception of the Greek language in all the countries enu- 
merated, particularly in the 2d chapter of the Aéts of the 
Apoftles, and where Jews appear to have refided, fuch an 
adoption of foreign terms was reafonably to be expetted ; 
indeed it would woe that the cuftom did obtain long before 
the period fixed by Mr. Evanfon, as has been fhown by 
many learned writers. The whole of this difcourfe is cu- 
rious, as containing many remarkable references illuftrative 
of the general extenfion of the Greek tongue, previous to 
the times in which the Gofpels were written, or Chriftianit 
preached ; but particularly in thofe parts of the weit, 
whence came that large afflembly of perfons who, at the 
day of Pentecoft, ‘‘ witneffed the fudden communication of 
their refpective diale&ts or languages tothe uninftruéted Galie 
leans,” as ‘in Egypt and in the parts of Lybia abour 

M2 Cyrene ;”" 

























eee 
a - 


et 






Ane 
santer ene , 


as 


. ee 


a 













, sai 
» 


~*~ 


ee ee ee 
























































142 Falconer’s Bampton Liures. 


Cyrene ;" in various parts of Afia, as among the * Par- 
thians and Medes, and Flamites, the dwellers’ in Mefopo- 
tamia, &e.”~ Mr. F. concludes, that the Jews of Jerulalem, 
contrary to what has been afferted, mult neceffarily have 
anderftvood Greek, and that the probability is, that none of 
the facred writings of the New Teftament aie verfions 
from another tongue ; but that the Greck being at that per- 
ticular period the molt univerfal language, the very choice 
of it for the communication of fuch a revelation, is a flrong 
proof in itlelf of its authenticuy. Atdhe fame tinc, he does 
not attempt to * deny the claim of in{piration to any work, 
merely becaule itis a verfton.” Fhe gift of the interpreta- 
won of tongues might extend to written as well as oral com- 
munications 5; fo that evena verlion might have the fame 
elas to ao intalible correétnefs as an ongimal. St. Paul’s 
Liebrew addreis to the Jews, related im the 1th chapter of 
the Ais, bas been tranfmitted to us in Greek ; but this 
Greek mult have been the Greek either of St. Paul himlelf 

er of St. Luke. 
We have now given fome account, a very imperfe& one 
we admit, of the topics diicufled in thefe Lectures. | Many 
of them are handled by the author at fuch length, that we 
could not, confitently with the plan of our Review, either 
venture ourfelves to take part inthe dicuffion, or give fuch 
extracts as would do full juitree to the learned Leéturer. 
We have been tempted undoubtedly to do both, in some de- 
gree, as we proceeded with the work, but now feel compelled 
vaher to recommend it generally to the learned, as 
gontaining fome very curious and important criticifm, on 
wints by no means confined to the book againft which 
ly. F. particularly dircéts his attacks. A IXth Difcourfe 
is added, which Mr. F. calls a Probationary Difcourfe, 
being preached, as the learned author tells us in his preface, 
in Compliance with the injanétion of the Truftees ot Canon 
Bampton’s benetaction, who “ require each candidate for 
the appomtment to the lecture, to preach betore the Univer- 
ity within the year preceding the eleétion.” This Sermon 
was preached on Nov. Sth, 1808, and the fubje@s chofen 
apply of courle to the two events which the church on that 
day commemorates. In the former part of the difcourfe, 
Mr. Fy feeks to exculpate the Secretary Cecil from the im- 
put-tions thrown on him by Dr. Milner, as ‘being the 
mventor of the Popith Plot, in order to render the Catholics 
# ous in the eyes ef the nation. An old accufation revived, 
as Mr. F. obferves, but extremely groundlefs and malic 
wus, aS & appeais trom even the curlory view of the — 
| taken 
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taken by Mr. F. As for the abominable mifreprefentations 
of fa&ts, and perverfion of hiftorv, which Mr. IF. has dif- 
‘ covered in Dr. Milner’s defence of the Jefuins, they cannot 
be to0 much expofed, or too generally made known. Some 
of the notes to this part of the difcaurfe, are very curious. 
In the latter part Mr. F. combats the idea lately broached by 
a very eminent and great man, viz.‘ Vhot.the ruling mo- 
tive Of James the Second’s conduét was an inordinate delive 
to eflablifh an abfolute power, and nat fo much a wilh to 
introduce the Catholic religion.”” . Upon this head Mr. P. 
offers {ome fhrewd and ingenious remarks; and we canngt 
hefitate to fay, that we entirely agree with him in his view of 
this fubjcét. 

We coe clofe our obfervations and remarks on this 
curious and important addition tq the works af Canan 
Bampton's Lecturers; and forelgeing, as has been the cafe 
with too many of Mr. Falconer’s predeceflors, that his re- 
fearches will not rapidly become fu generally known aul 
fludied as they ought to be. we trait our readers will bear in 
mind the fummary given ina former part of this Review, of 
the topics particularly difculfed, that they may not fail to 
refer to them, whenever their attention may be particularly 
called to any of thofe impertant fubjeé&ts. The appendix 
of notes to this work isin many refpeéts particularly valuable. 


. 
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Art. VII. A Treatife on the Origin and Nature of Dignities 
or Titles of IIonour ; containing all the Cafes of Peerage, toge- 
ther with the Mode of Proceeding in Claims of this Kind. By 
William Cruife, EJq. of Lincoln's Inn, Barrifler at Law. 
Svo. pp. 260, 10s, 6d, Butterworth. 18/0, 


N a work produced by Mr. Cruife, we habitually expeét 
every thing that learning, diligence, and exa¢tnefs can 
beftow on the fubje& of his enquiry. He has illuftrated, 
with great ability, feveral abttrute parts of the law of Eng- 
land, and, in the work before us, he has, with his ufual care, 
explored records and documents, and the refult of his pains 
is a work ufeful and interefting, not to lawyers alone, but.to 
all who with to be accurately informed on the origin. and na- | 
ture of thofe diftin&tions in fociety, which, if they are over- 
valued by the weak and vain, are under-rated and decried 
only by the envious and the malignant, 
Mr. Cruife, it appears, had projefted a work of much 
greater extent than the prefent i. or, confidering the number 
‘ 3 
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154 Cruife on Dignities. 


and frequency of claims to ancient — he had formed 
a plan for colleéting all the printed cafes that have been pre- 
fented to the Houfe of Peers, on claims of this nature; and 
having fucceeded in this point, chiefly by the affiftance he 
derived from the colleétion of printed cafes of the late Mr. 
Serjeant Hill, which is now in the library of Lincoln's Inn 
it {truck him, that to render fuch a work complete, it would 
be neceffary to add to each cafe the report of the Attorney- 
Genera!, together with fuch circumftances refpecting the 
grounds on which the Houfe of Peers founded its refolu- 
tions, as might be colleéted from the minutes of the Com- 
mittee of privileges. This could only be done with the pers 
miffion of the Houfe of Peers: buat from the laudable difpo- 
fition which now prevails, to publifh all fuch records as tend 
in any way to illuftrate the laws and conflitutjon, there can 
be no doubt but that every thing proper and fit to be made 

ublic, from the archives of the houfe, would have been 
allowed. There was, however, another circumftance requir- 
ing attention. A work of this nature, from its extent, as well 
as the vaft fize of feveral of the pedigrees annexed to the 
cafes could only be printed in a large folio, and at a confi- 
derable expence. Now, as the fale of fuch a book muft be 
very limited, a lofs would probably be occafioned, greater 
than any private individual could be expe€ted to incur. For 
thefe reafons, the plan of publifhing a colleétion of primed 
cafes was abandoned, and the traét now under confideration, 
was fubftnuted. It profeffes to contain a fyftematic arrange- 
ment of the law refpeting dignities or titles of honour, fup- 
ported and illuftrated by a fhort flatement of all the cafes on 
claims to petrages, that have been referred either to commil- 
fioners or to the Houfe of Peers, from the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth to the prefent time, together with a chapter ref- 
pecting the jurifdiftion, and mode of proceeding, in claims 
of this kind, 

h is juflly obferved by the author, that no part of the Eng- 
lifh law has been fo little difcuffed as that of dignities, or 
titles of honour, In Dugdale’s Baronage the pedigrees of all 
the ancient nobility are traced from authentic records, with 
infinite labour and induftry ; but of the origin and nature of 
dignities, litle can be collected trom that work. Mr. Selden, 
indeed, h.s left a molt learned Treatife on utles of honour. 
He appears, however, to have paid more attention to the dig 
nities of foreign countries, than w thofe of his own. Ag tar 
as be has avellinwel the fubje@ of Eaglith titles, he has dif- 
played profound learning; but it was not until after the 
publication of his work, that the chief points of law refpeét- 
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ing the nature and defcent of dignities by writ, were finally 
eftablifhed. Collins's proceedings concerning baronies by 
writ, is a book of confiderable utility, as it contains moft of 
the cafes refpe€ting dignities, from the latter end of the reign 
of Queen Elizabeth, to the year 1740: but they are not ar- 
ranged under heads, nor does that work contain any general 
principles, 

The prefent effay is divided into fix chapters, each paving 
its appropriate divifions, and treating, 1. Of the Origin o 
Dignities, an:l the names or title thereof, 2. Of dignities 
by Tenure. 3. Of dignities by writ, charter, Letters pa- 
tent, and Marriage. 4. Ot the Eftate which may be had in 
a dignity, and its incidents. 5. Of the Defcent of Digni- 
ties, and 6. Of the Jurifdiétion, and mode of proceeding 

in claims to dignities. 

' In his firft chapter the author, after noticing the feudal 
titles, anciently exifting in France and Normandy, tuffici- 
ently to explain their introduétion and eftablifhment in Eng. 
Jand, obferves, that 


‘© On the eftablifhment’ of the Normans in this country the 
conqueror conferred the eftates of fuch of the Saxon thanes as had 
fallen in the battle of Haftings, on his principal followers, as ftri& 
feuds ; to be held immediately of himfelf by fealty, homage, and 
military or other honourable fervice. Thefe were feuda nobilia; 
the perions to whom they were given became by fach grants Eng. 
lith nobles: and when, about the twenticth year of his reign, 
the tenure of all the lands in England became feudal, thofe who 
held immediately of the crown, by military or other honourable 
fervice, conitiruted the nobility or firit clafs of perfons in the 
kingdom,’* 


Having then defcribed the duty of the vaflals to attend 
their Lord’s court, and the eftablilhment of the ancient Curia 
regis, he gives the tollowing rational and fatisfagtory account 
of the origin ot Parliaments. 


§* The power of feudal fovereigns over their vaffals was ex. 
tzemely limited; they had no right to demand any feryices or 
duties but thofe which were exprefsly referved upon the invefti. 
tare of the feud; and therefore, as to all things that were extra. 
feudal, the particular confent of the vaffals was neceflary. Hence 
arofe the practice of fummoning vaflals to procure their confent to 
ay new meafure which the fovercign might wilh to adopt ; and 
particularly to obtain their concurrence to any new tax, which 
gave rife to thofe general affemblies, that, upon the continent, 
were called ftates, and in England Parliaments, The Curia regis 
was, therefore, the original of our parliaments; in the reign of 
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King John it was called the commave confilium regni, and the dut 
of attendance on this court conferred a {pecies of dignity on thofe 
who were bound to it, by which they became confidered as a dif. 
tin and fuperior clafs of perfons. They were called peers from 

the word pares, which, in the feudal law, denoted perfons holdin 

of the fame lord, under the fame tenure, laws and cuftoms, and wit 
equal powers; for in that fyftem the tenants of every lord who 
met together in his courr, to determine the difputes arifing within 
his feignory were called pares curie@. During the reign of Wil. 
liam I, and that of his fons, every perfon who held his lands im. 
mediately of the crown, as an earldom or barony, or by the fer. 
vice of one or more knights, was a member of the curia regis, 
and alfo of the magnum confilium, In the Magna Charta of King 
John, c. 14., which is declaratory of the ancient law, there is an 
exprefs ftipalation to fummon to the commune concilium, not only 
all the earls and barons, but alfo all the King’s tesiants ix capite, 
Omnes illes qui de nobis tenent in capite. In the reign of King 
Jobn, an alteration of great importance took place in the rights 
of the Barons and tenants ix capite, for only the principal barons, 
or barones majores, were fummoned to attend Parliament, by par- 
ticular writs from the King ; and the reft, who acquired the ap. 
| sariye a of barones minores, were called by one general fummons 
rom the theriffs of their refpective counties; and this practice, 
was recognifed and legally eftablifhed by Magna Charta, c. 14. 
Mr. Selden fuppofes A an in confequence of the quarrels between 
King John and the Barons, feveral baronies had efcheated to the 
crown, either by attainder or otherwife, which were. partly 
ears to others, and partly retained as rewards for thofe who 
ould come over to the King ; that feveral barons were alfo de. 
cayed in their eftates, as not to be able to fupport their rank ; 
and the ancient barons, or the baromes majores, who retained their 
poffeflions, forefeeing that their dignity might be diminithed, if 
the new tenants in chief, or grantees of the efcheated baronies, 
and the decayed barons, fhould remain equal to them, procured a 
law in fome of the parliaments preceding the great charter, hy 
which they only in future fhould Ee ftyled barons, and the reft te- 
nants in chief only, or knights; and becaufe their ancient name 
could not be wholly taken from them, therefore the addition of 
majores Was given to the anciept and more powerful barons, and 
that of mixores to the others. It is obfervable that in the Magna 
( barta,of 9 Henry l{1. the chapter refpeéting the mode of fummon- 
ing the Baroncs mayores et minores, which has been ftated from the 
original Magra Charta, is entirely omitted ; frem which it may be 
concluded, that the conftitution of Parliament had undergone fome 
change in the latter part of the reign of King John. From this 
period, the right of fitting in Parliament ars tochave been. 
confined to thofe perfons who were of entire baronies, 
But in the reign of King Heory J11., a full grewtér alreration 
sie took 
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took place in the rights of the barons; for whereas every tenant 
in capite was before that period ip/o fade a parliamentary baron, 
and entitled to be fummoned, either by. the King’s writ, or by 
the fheriff of his county : yet about that time fome new law 1s 
faid to have been made, by which it was eftablifhed, that no per- 
for, though poffeffed of a'barony, fhould come to parliament, 
without being exprefsly fummoned by the King’s writ.’’ 


Proceeding then to explain the different titles of nobility, 
Mr. Cruife obferves, that 


‘© The word Baron is fatd by the French writers to have been 
fynonimous with dome; and, therefore, the Kings of France, in- 
ftead of calling their immediate vaffals bomines, gave them the 
appellation of Barones, from whence all the principal nobles of that 
country aflumed the names of Baron, and the whole body of the 
nobility was called / dérevage.. The word was known in France 
fome centuries before the conqueft, and in England, as it is be. 
lieved, in the time of Edward the Confeffor,’’ ' 


The next name or title of dignity is that of Comes, Earl ; 
which was aliv introduced into England by the Normans, at 
the conqueft. Spelman.was of opinion that the title of Earl 
was derived from the Germans ; and having been adopted 
from them by the French, was rendered feudal and hereditary 
by Hugh Capet, The reafun for this appellation is varioully 
given by different authors. | 


“% The firtt creation of the title of dake, as diftin& from that 
of earl (for in elder times, Selden fays they were fynonimous), 
was in the eleveuth year of King Edward L1I., when that mow 
narch created his eldeft fon, the Blaek Prince, being then Earl of 
Chefter, into the title of Duke of Cornwall, 

“ The title of Marquis, as diftin& from other titles of ho. 
nour, was unknown in England till the begioning of King Ris’ 
chard I1., who created Robert de Vere, then Earl of Oxford, 
Marquis of Dublin for life, by a charter which is entered on the 
rolls of Parliament. baat ft : 





‘* The moft modern title of dignity, is that of Vifcount, which, . . 


in point of rank is between that of Earl and of Baron; and is 
but the fame word which figaifies theriff. ‘This tithe was fir 
introduced into England ing Henry V1., who created John 
Lord Beaumont, Y ifcount ty by letters patents’? 


Thefe details refpe€ting the creation of titles are not, in 
themfelves, new ar profound, but they are proved and illuf- 
trated, in Mr. Cruife’s work, by «many inflances and quotes 
toms, which thaw great learning and accurate sefearch. Se 
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The fecond chapter which treats of dignities by tenure, is 
more curious and interefting than the firft, but its matter can- 
not be fo compreffed as to make it intelligible by analyfis. 

Jn the third chapter, many particulars are detailed refpeét- 
ing dignities by writ, charter, letters patent, and marriage, 
which, from the frequent occurrence of fuch advancements 
to dignity, are of ule, even to thofe who wifh to appear, 
in general converfations, moderately well informed. Asa 
fpecamen, we give the following obfervations on a point 
which is not very likely to occur in faét, although it may 
afford amufement as a fpeculation. j 


¢ Je feems fomewhat doubtful whether a perfon can refafe or . 
wave a dignity confersed on him by the crown. 

*¢ Lord Coke fays: § If the King calleth any knight or ef. 

ire to be a lord of Parliament, he cannot refufe to ferve the 

ing there: Jn illo commuwi confilio ; for the good of his country.! 
And in Lord Abergavenny’s cafe the Judges appear to have been 
of that opinion. 

‘* "This doétrine is contradiéted by Lord Chancellor Cowper, 
who held that the King could not create a fulject a peer of the 
realm againft his will ; becaufe it would then be in the power of 
the King to ruin a fubject, whofe eftate and circumftances might 
not be fofficient for the honour. He alfo held that a minor might, 
when of age, wave a pecrage granted to him during his minority. 

«¢ Lord Trevor was of a different opinion, and held in confor., 
mity with Lord Coke, that the King had a right to the fervices 
ef his fubjects in any fituation he thought proper; and inftanced 
the cafe of the Crown’s having power to compel a fubjeét to be, 
fheriff, and to fine him for refufing to ferve. 

** He obferved, that in Lord Abergavenny’s cafe it was ad,. 
mitted the King might fine a perfon whom he thought proper to, 
fammon to the Houfe of Peers; it being there faid that a perfon 
might choofe to fubmit toa fine, And if it were allowed that 
the King might fine for not accepting the honour, and not appear. 
ing upon the writ, the King might fine, toties guoties, where there 
was a refufal ; and confequently might compel the fubje@ to ac. 

the honour. t 

‘¢ That it was not to be prefumed that the King would grant 
apeerage to any one, to his wrong, any more than he would make 
an il) ufe of pardoning ; all which were fuppofitions contrary to 
the principles upon which the conftitution was framed, which de- 
peaded upon the honour and juftice of the crown,” 


The two enfuing chapters contain ample information on 
the eftate which may be had in a dignity, as, whether it muft 
be a teal property, and as fuch inherited, whether it may be 
held for late, or for yeass ; and the incidents attending it, as 


us 
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its forfeiture by attainder, corruption of blood, and the effec 
of a reftitution of blood, The poffibility of lofing a title 
by reafon of poverty, is thus ftated. 


‘© All titles of honopr having been originally annexed to lands, 
it followed that no perfon could be a peer, unlefs he had an eftate 
fufficient to fypport his dignity ; which he could not alien with. 
out the confent of the crown, and therefore a peer could never be 
arrefted for debt, the law prefuming that he had fufficient lands and 
tenements in which he might be diftrained. 

‘* When the practice of creating barons by writ and letters pa. 
tent was adopted, dignities might in fome inftances be conferred 
on perfons not haying a fufficient eftate to fupport them ; and there 
is one inftance of a peer being degraded on account of his poverty, 

«© By an A& of Parliament made in 17 Edward IV, recitin 
that the King had ereéted and made George Nevill, Duke of Bed- 
ford, and had purpofed to have given him for the fuftentation of 
the faid dignity, fufficient livelihood. And for the great offences, 
unkindnefs and mifbehavings that the faid John Nevill, his father, 
had done and committed to his Highnefs, as was openly known, 
he had no caufe to depart any Jivelihood to the faid Cote: And 
that it was openly known that the faid George Nevill had nog, 

nor by inheritance might have, any livelihood to fupport the 
name, eftate, and dignity of Duke of Bedford. As oftentimes 
it was feen chat when any lord was called to high eftate, and had 
not livelihogd convenient to fapport the fame dignity,.it induced 

_ gteat poverty and indigence; and oftentimes caufed great extor. 
tion, embracery, and maintenance to be had, to the great trouble 
of all fuch countries where fuch eftate fhould happen to be inha. 
bited. Wherefore the King, by the advice of the lords fpiritual, 
&c. ordained that from thenceforth the faid erection and making 
of the fame duke, and all the names of dignity to the faid George, 
er to John Nevill his father, fhould be from thenceforth void, and 
of none effect. 

** Ic has been already ftated to have been laid down, that if a 
nobleman wants pofleffions to maintain his eftate, he cannot prefs 
the King in juftice to grant him a writ to call him to the Parlia. 
ment. And that it was fo refolved in the cafe of the Lord Ogle, 
in the reign of Edward VI., as the Baron Burleigh, lord treafurer 
of England, at the Parliament, anno 35, Elizabeth did report. 

‘* in Lord Shrewfoury’s cafe, the Judges to whom it was. 
referred, after noticing the ACt by which Nevill, Duke of Bed- 
ford was degraded, obferve that although the duke had not any 
poffeffions to fupport his dignity, yet it could not be taken away, 
from him svithout an A@ of Parliament.” 


The fifth chapter “ on the Defcent of Dignities,” is ree. 
plete with information, and illuftrated by many cafes; and 
tae concluding obapter is mok eminently ufeful aa the in. 
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formation it affords on the jurifdiction and mode of proceed- 
ing in claims to digmities, 

Such is the work which gives its author a new claim to 
the applaufe of his profeffion, and the gratitude of the soo 


The dedication to Lord Eflenborough muft be highly gra- 
tifying, as his enlarged mind and profound learning mutt 
seach Teil how to eftimate fuch a produétion, and diftinguifh 
it from the many flovenly compilations which operate as 
advertifements to young barrifters, or form the flanding an- 
nuity-warrants of their feniors. ‘ 
The book is handfomely, we wifh we could add correétly, 
printed; but che numerous errors of the prefs are difgraceful 
and fatiguing. Almoft every page would furnilh inflances, 
but one or two, not feleéted, but taken almoft at hazard, may 
{ufice. In page 90, it is faid, that Fiennes Twifleten died 
in 1730, leaving iflue a fon named John, who, in 1633, pre- 
fented his petition, &c.; that is ninety-feven years betore 
his father’s veath ; and in the fame paragraph, /V ills is printed 
inflead of Willes, as the name of the Chiet Juftice. in page 
99, a ludicrous effe& is produced .by printing 4er general, 
inftead of heir general. ‘The latin is often no more corred&t 
than the Englifh as in page 134, where profe/l is printed ine > 
ftead of poie/?. nd 





~_—@ 


Axt. VIII. An Hiforical Survey of the Eccle Fie Antiquities 
of France; with a View ta illujirate the Rife and Progre{s 
ef Gothic Archite@ure in Europe. By the late G. D. #Plit- 
tington, of St. Jokn's College, Cambridge, 4to. . 188 pp.. 
il. 6s. Taylor. 1809. . : 


Art.1X. A Treatife on the Ecclefiaftical Architefture of Eng- 
land, during the middle Ages, with ten iluftrative Pilates. 
By the Rev. Jobn Milner, D.D. F.8. A, i. - 8v0, 
IST pp. 5s. Taylor, 1811. : sin 


vst hk Mee ; 
THE fiyle of eeclefiatical archite&ture, which had long 

enjoyed exclufive favour jn this and the neighbouring 
countries, fell fo completely into contempt, on the revival 6f 
the Grecian or claffical flyle, that the name of Gotntc was 
beftowed upon it rather as a reproach, than with any definite 
reference to its origin. Even fo great‘a man as Str Chriflo- 
pher Wren, milled by this appellatron, and probably” not 
thinking she fubjett worthy of inveltigation, betrayed a total 


ignorance reipecting x die quote Mi, Evelysi- with ap- 
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obation for faying, ‘* The Goths and Vandals, having 

molithed the Greck and Roman architeéture, introduced 
in its ftead a ‘certain fantaftical: and 'licertious manner ot 
building, which we have called modern, or Gothic *.”’ 
Now, nothing can be more certain, than that the Gothic 
and Vandals were long extin@, and almott forgotten, before 
a fingle attempt was made to ereét a building in that ityle, 
which, moft improperly, bas been diftinguithed by their name: 
and that the people who invented it, whether in France 
or England, had not borne the name of Goths fora long fe- 
ries of generations, and cannot even trace an hereditary 
though diftant title to itt. So little was this unfafhionable 
ftyle thought worthy of atrention, that, in refitting the choirs - 
and other internal parts of old cathedrals, and fometimes even 
- in adding porches and other external adjunéts, the moft 

eekchied’ attempts at Grecian architecture were, for alon 
period, thought preferable to any foit of compliance wih 
the general flyle of the building. | 

At length a material change has taken place. W ithous depre- 
ciating the julttaite for ie eenion orders, the peculiar mei its 
of the old ecclefiaftical flyle have been felt and appreciated ; 
{ome progrefs has been made in the fudy of its principles; 
and it has been thought a worthy object of contention be- 
tween men of tafte, whether France or England gave birth 
to a {pecies of architecture confefledly not more ancient, in 
thefe countries, than the twelfth century. The attempts to 
derive this ftyle from the eaft, whether by means of the crue 
fades, or otherwile, feem to have failed in poimt of proof ; 
no eaftern building having been pointed out, at all of this 
kind, that may not more probably be afcribed to the crue 
faders themfelves, after this mode of archite€ture had been 
invented and approved in Europe t. It is true that pointed 
erches may be dalcovered in various parts of the.ealt; but 
nothing altogether refembling our ecclefiaftical architecture, 
which af it had been brought from abroad, as an invention 
already formed, would have arrived at fome degree of per 
fectian ; whereas we feem to trace among ourfelves the gra- 
dual progrefs of an original thought, from its fir rude and 
pethaps accidental conception, to the highell degrees of im 
provement and élegance. 


~ 


: " . 


* Parentalia. SceMilner, p. 51. 
+ The Goths, in faét, when they built at 3h made only very 
clumfy attemprs towards imitating the Roman or Grecian ftyle. 
t. Milner, p. 57. = ' 
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In contemplating the two works at prefent before sre 
ftrong feeling of regret attaches itfelf infeparably to that o 

Mrs Ww hittington. That a man fo devoted’ to curious re- 
fearch, and fo well qualified to purfue it; fhould have been 
loft to the public and his friends at the early age of 27, will 
be confidered as a misfortune by every reader of this elegant 
volume; which at the fame time does credit to the feelings 
and the tafle‘of his noble friend and editor *,, Lornp ABER- 
DEEN, whofe words we probably cite in tranfcribing the 
following paflage : 


‘€ His friends, indeed, muft greatly lament, that one endowed 
ai. with fo many fuperior attainments fhould have been fnatched 
| from life, without leaving fome more important memorial of him. 
felf to the world, than the prefent volume, and even that in an 
imperfect and unfinifhed ftate. With refpe& to themfelves, never 
will the remembrance be effaced of that lively and ardent mind, 
that moft tenacious memory, that difpaflionate judgment, that in- 
exhauttible variety of converfation, that warm and affeétionate 
heart, and above all, to make ufe of a favourite expreflion of 
his own, that “ flow of the foul,’? which feemed to be inherent 
in him, and which never failed to excite the kindnefs and com. 
placency of all whom he approached ; the recolleétion of thefe and 
many other excellent qualities which diftinguifhed him, will 
through life be cherifhed by his friends as the moft dear to them 
Bea perhaps of all memorials, 

; ‘** By thofe to whom he was lefs known, it fhould be remem. 
bered that his death took place before he had completed his 
twenty-feventh year; that he was twice engaged in a tour upon 
the continent, during which every moment of his time was em. 
ployed in ingenious and interefting, if not deep and learned re. 
fearch ; and that had his life been extended, it was his deliberate 
purpofe to have devoted it to the acquifition of learning and 
ie fcience. 
on ** He died regretted by a circle of friends and acquaintance 

be not lefs numerous and exrenfive than his own qualifications ; more 
juftly lamented by none than by the writer of this note.’’ P. 172. 








This teftimony we tranferibe with pleafure, as little lefs 
honourable to the writer than to the fubjeét of it; and as 
calculated to create a livelier intereft in a produ€tion thus ori- 
: ginating. Yet while we in this way recommend the book, to 
hs all who are attached to fuch enquiries, we cannot go the 
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length of adopting the opinion ty oats init; namely, that 
the ftyle of arcliteéture, which has’ been currently called 
Gothic, was invented in France, and from that country paf- 
fed into England. The contrary opinion, which is fupported 
by Dr. Milner, as it had been before in his hiltory of Win- 
chefter, feems to us to -have more probability; though we 
‘do not allow that demonftration has: yet been produced on 
either fide. So large a part of ‘France was in the hands of 
our monarchs, during the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, 
that whatever was invented in the one country would imme. 
diately be communicated to the other; and it muft become 
difficult to determine the priority of claim. The dates pro- 
duced by Dr. Milner do, indeed, appear to confirm his af 
fertion, in favour of the Englifh; but we muft have more 
extenfive knowledge, than at prefent feems to be obtained, of 
the dates and ftyles of French churches, before we can pro. 
nounce that the queftion is decided. If it be true,,as Dr. 
Milner underftands it to be, that * the received tradition in 
all the northern provinces of France is, that almoft all their 
rand churches were built'by the Englifh,” this will certain! 
ase a firong prefumption in our favour; fince the Frene 
are very far a being inclined to attribute to us, any merit 
or difcovery, that they can poflibly aflume to themfelves: 
and on the whole we cannot but confider this opinion, if not 
entirely proved, as rendered very highly probable, by the ar- 
guments here produced. | 
Refpeéting the — of the pointed arch, our own obfer- 
vations, long ago made, and recorded in our volumes *, tend 
exaétly to confirm the hypothefis.advanced by Dr. Milner. 
It was in furveying the old towers of Southwell, in the au- 
tumn of 1804, that we were firft ftruck with the effeé of the 
interlaced round arches, in producing the pointed arch, by 
their interfeétions. This recolle&tion, however, leads us to 
obferve, that the hypothefis of the interfe&ting arches is not 
the invention of Dr. Milner, though he has fupported it with 
great ability. Mr. Wilkins, (of Caius College, Cambridge) 
on whofe paper in the ppnMAR gt vol. xiv. we were re- 
marking, when we firft mentioned our obfervations at South- 
well, {poke of it, at that time, as a common opinion, and added 
that ‘* it is as fatisfa€tory perhaps as any that has been of. 
fered.”’ Weconfider it as much more {o; and the confir- 
mation of it which we then offered is fo remarkable, that we 
think it muft in future be adopted by the defenders of the 
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# See Vol, xxiv. p. 426. i 
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{yQtem. The old part of Southwell Minfler is of the ancient 
flyle of Saxon or Norman archite€ture, which prevarled ull 
the eftablifhment of the pointed arches, with low femicircular 
arches, round pillars, &c. The Weftern Towers, that to 
the fouth in particular, are much ornamented with the {mall 
arches, fome plainly femicircular, fome interfeéting; but 


what is moft remarkable, alfo with fome {mall 


inted arches, 


exaélily corre{/ponding with the interfections of the interlaced 
arches *, merely omitting the intermediate femicircular tops. 
Here, therefore, is the very flep made, and the new arch ex- 
hibited in wn with thofe interfeéied arches, from which 


it (prung, a 


him to flate it to our readers in his own words, 


evident and exactly 


taken from them. A 
ftronger illuftration, if not a proof of the faé, can hardly be 
imagined. The fame circumitance may, perhaps, be ob- 
fervable in other places, if attention be paid to it, but there 
it is particularly {triking and obvious, Having premifed this 
{trong confirmation of Dr, Milner’s opinion, we thal] fuffer 


“* But why fhould we wander,”’ he fays, ‘ info every remote 
country in the known world, and into the region’ of fancy, in 
fearch of an invention which belongs to our own climate? And 
for what porpofe fhould we take fo much ps 
be an imported exotic, which we attually 


attaining its full growth in ourown garden? Let us now 


to the 


down the different falfe fyftems. 


ins to prove a plant to 
fee fprouting up and 
go back 


point from which we ftarted, for the purpofe of running 


We have feen that the greatett 


people, without difpute, of the eleventh and twelfth centuries, 
the conquerors of France, England, Italy, Sicily, and of different 
countries in the Eaft, namely, the Normans, were poffeffed of the 
moft ardent paflion for ecclefiaftical architecture, of any nation 
upon record, and that they vied with each other in the grandeur 
For the former of thefe 
effects, grandeur, we obferved that they gave to their churches 
the greateft length and height in their power; for the latter, 
beauty, they enriched them with a variety of architefural orna- 
ments, feveral of which appear to be of their own invention. The 
moft common of thefe was the arcade, or feries of arches, with 
which fome of their buildings, [as for example, the outfide of 
St. Ofyth’s and St. Bottolph’s conventual churches in Effex, and 
the infide of Durham on the bafement ftory] were covered over, 
and which occur, more or lefs on all their cathedral and conven- 
tual churches extant. Thefe arcades were diverfiiied many. ways, 
as may be particularly feen on the tower of St. Auguftine’s mo- 


and beauty of their refpective ftruCtures. 





* Br. Cr, loc. cit. Something of this fort appears on the old 


{quare towers of Exeter Cathedral, but not fo clearly marked. 
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néftery in Canterbury, built by its firt Norman Abbott, Scote 
landus, in to80. One of the varieties confifted in making the 
fenicitcular atches (fuch as all nations; Grecian’, Romans, and 
Saxons, had ‘hitherto built) interfeét each other in the middle. 
‘The part thus interfefted, formed a new kind of atch, of more 
graceful appearance, and far better calculated to give an idea of 
height than the femicircular arch: for every one mult be ¢0n- 
vinced that a pyramid or obelifk, from its afpiting form, appeats 
to be taller than the diameter of a f{emicircic, when both are of 
the fame meafure, Thefe plain and interfefting atcades were fome< . 
times placed in alternate rows, as in Remigius’s work on the 
fagade of Lincoln Cathedral ; and fometimes irregularly inters 
mixed, as on the north fide of Durham Cathedral. The pointed 
arch, thus formed, appeared at firft a mere‘ornament in haffo re. 
lievo, as in the above-mentioned inftances, but very foon it was 
alfo feen in alto relievo, over niches and receffes in the infide of 
‘Churches, as in the remains of the Cathedral of Canterbury, builz 
by Lanfranc, and in the Abbey Churches of Glaitonbury and’ 
Rumfey. It is probable thar the firft open pointed arches, ifi 
Europe, were the twenty window’ conftrutted by that great pa. 
tron of architecture, Henry de Blois, brother of King S:ephen, 
and Bifhopof Winchefter, in the Choir of the Church of St.Crofs, 
near that city,which ftracture he certainly raifed be: ween the years ~ 
1132 and 1136. Thefe confift of openings made in the inter. 
fected parts of femicircular arches, which crofs each other, The: 
ocular evidence of this, taken along with the afcertained date of 
the work, is a fufficient proof that to the accidental Netman ornas, 
ment of interfe@ling arches, we are indebted for the invention of 
pointed arches, and pointed architecture. If any man choofes to. 
difpute the proof, he cannot at leaft deny, that open pointed arches, 
tothe number of twenty, were feen together under interfe&i 
arches, in an Englifh church, between the years 1132 and mY « 
As the above-mentioned prelate proceeded in his building, from. 
the Eaft, or choir and (which on all fuch occafions was firft ere. 
ed, and rendered fit for divine fervice) to the tranfept, the tower, 
and the nave of the church, he made many other pointed arches, 
fome of them obtufely, others acutely pointed ; intermixed, hows 
ever, with a ftill greater proportion of circular and other Saxon 
work, In 1138, he built the caftle of Fatmham, where his 
pointed arches, refting on huge Saxon columns, are ftill to be 
feen.””  P, 77. 


Such are the fundamental proofs of that opinion which 
Dr. Milner maintains, thatthe pointed arch was invented in 
England, , 

Dr, Milner, in purfuing his fubjeét, affigns three different 
periods for the origin, perfe€tion, and decline of the eccles 
fiattical architecture, which he marks as ditinguibing threg 

N different 
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diflerent orders of the pointed flyle. Whether we, agree 
with him or not in the opinion that the limits of thefe changes 
can be fo exattly defined as to form three orders, it is un- 
doubted that he bas dittinguifhed the variations with talle and 
accuracy, and has given an elegant and very able, though 
concife, view of the whole fubjeé. 

Mr. Whittington, who brings no very dire& or well af- 
certained proofs of the prior conttruction of pointed arches 
it France, dwells with particular attention on the comparifon ' 
of the two Cathedrals of Amiens, and Salifbury, built nearly 
at the fame period ; that is very early in the thirteenth cen- 
tury. His proof of the greater advance of the French ar- 
chiteéts at that period, refls partly on the fuperior magnifi- 
cence of the Church at Amiens, (a circumitance certainly 
not conclufive to his point) and partly on the introduétion 
of ornaments and clegancics, whieh were not adopted by us 
til! much later. This, however, 1s not decifive if it can be 
fhown that the fame contrivances, if not vifible at Salifbury, 
are to be found in other Enghth buildings, of that period; 
which appears to have been proved with ref{pect to the Chap- 
ter-Houfe at York. — 

Whatever turn may be given to this controverfy by the 
fubfequent arguments and refearches of ingenious enquirers, 
this will always be fatisfactory, that the prefent flage of it hae’ 

iven brigin to two highly elegant and inftruétive works, of 
Sifferent character indeed, but both of eminent merit. 
The work of Mr. Whittington, after defcribing, in the firft 
art, the progrefs of ecclefiaftical archite€ture from the ear- 
Tien periods to the reign of Louis XIT; proceeds, in the fe- 
cond, to the defcription of feveral remarkable churches in 
France; namely, the Abbey Charch of St. Germain dez 
Prez, of St. Genevieve, of St. Denys, of Notre Dame, the 
Churches of Rheims, and that of Amiens, The only fubject 
for much regret in this work is that, excepting the beaurful 
view of the weft end of Rheims Cathedral, which forms the 
frontilpiece, it contains no illuitrative plates. “This is doubt- 
lefs owing to its appearing as a pofthumous wark, without 
thefe acceflions which the author, had he hved, would pro- 
bably have thought requifite. ‘The public, however, is nghly: 
indebted to Lonp ABERDEEN, and the other Editors, for 
bringing it forward as it is. 

Dr. Milner’s book, though profefledly only the enlarge- 
ment of an article drawn up by him for Dr. Rees’s Cyclo- 
peedia, has fufficient illuftration by means of ten neat plates, 
containing either whole views, or fragments of {uch parts of 
buildings as ape mentioned, by way of proof to any point under 
Byte ' confideration ; 
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confideration ; with references to Mr. Carter’s Ancient Ar- 
chitefture for further documents. The hiftory of Ecclefiaf- 
tical Archite€ture appears to be given here with more correét- 
nefs than by the other antiquary; and the whole forms an ele- 
mentary work of the greateft utility and value, on the fubject 
ofa Aiyte of building long depreciated, butnow duly confidered ; 
and only wanting the aid of a few more dates to fix its origin 
with certainty. We hope, and are in a good meafure per- 
fuaded, that it will be found to have originated. among our- 
felves. That it arofe out ofthe efforts of. the Norman Ar- 
chiteéts, whether Anglo-Norman or Gallo-Norman, appears 
to us quite clear; and perhaps the time is not far diitant, 
when it will be thought extraordinary that any doubts were 
entertained upon the fubjeét. 





Art. X. The Works of the Englifh Poets from Chaucer te 
Cowper, Se. 


( Fram our lajt, page 18.) .. ; 
Wwe refume this article for the fake of doing juftice to 


the author of the lives, to whom we have not given 
credit, as we ought, for the Lives of Smollett, and W. Ha- 
milton, Atthe fame time, we muft complain of the fub- 
editor, or whoever was employed in the inferior line of 
drawing up the table of contents, for leading us into that 
error. In the General Index of names, which ftands at the 
head of Vol, I. it will be found, on examination, that exattly 
thofe two names are wanting. Now, in making out our 
comparative lifts of the Poets contained in different editions 
we had recourfe to thofe general tables as the moft compen- 
dious method ; and relying on their accuracy, had not thought 
of making any fubfequent examination: nor even of cor- 
re€ling our lift, which we fuppofed to be right, by what we 
afterwards obferved in the volumes. Our readers will now, 
therefore, pleafe to infert in the lift of lives written by Mr. 
Chalmers, thofe of W. Hamilton (of Bangour) and Smol- 
lett. They both occur, with the works of their authors, in 
in the fifteenth volume. 
Yes, Mr. Chalmers has written the Life of Smollett, and 
to make amends for not having mentioned it on the jormer 
occafion, we fhall here cite an interefting paflage from it. , 


~Smollett, he fays, . 


© Set out for Italy early in 170, with a debilitated body, 
Nz and 
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and a mind probably irritated by his late difappointment *, hae 
wot without much of that cafe which argues Grmoefs, fince, dus- 
ing this journey, he could fo pleafantly divert his forrows by 
writing the Expedition of Homphrey Clinker. This novel, if 
it may be fo called, for it has no regular fable, m point of ge- 
nuine humour, knowledg> of life and manners, and delineation 
of character, is inferior only to Roderick Random and Peregrine 
Pickle. It has already been noticed that Matthew Bramble, the 
prineipa? character, difplays the cynical temper and humane feel. 
ings of the author, in his tour on the continent, and it may now 
be added, that he has given another tketch of himfe!f, in the 
character of Serle, in the firft volume. His account of the in- 


gratitude of Pauncelord to Smollett is ftrictly true; and as his 


biographers feem unacquainted with the circumftances, the {ol- 
lowing may not be uninterefting, which was. related to me 
by the late intimate friend of Smollett, Mr. Hamilton, the priv- 


ter and proprietors of the Critieal Review. 





** Pauneeford was a John C 1, who was fed by Smollett 
when he had not bread to eat, nor clothes to cover him. He 
evas taken out to India as private Secretary to a celebrated go- 
vernor-gencral, and as eflayift ; and after only 3 years abfence, 
returned with forty thoufand pounds. From India he fent feverat 
letters to Smollett, profefling that he was coming over to Jay his 
fortune at the fect of his benctaGtor, But on his arrival, he tread 
Smollete, Hamilton, and others, who had befriended him, with 
the moi ungrateful contempt. ‘The perfon who taught him the 
art of effaying, became reduced in circumftances, and is now 
(1792) or hatelf was collector of the toll on carts at Holbosn 
Bars. C I never paid him or any perfon to whom he was in- 
debted. He died in two or three years after, at his houfe near 
Hounflow, univerfally defpifed. At the requeft of Smollett, 
Mr. Hamilton employed him to write in the Critical Review, 
which, with Smollett’s charity, was all his fupport previouso 
his departure for India.”” Vol. xv. p. 550. 





This very interefting and original illuftration of Smollete’s 
hiftory mutt be acceptable to every reader. For the hie of 
Hamikon, of Bangour, there were har-\jy any materials, but 


- what were taken from Lord) Woodhoufelee and Profelfor 


Richardfon ; but the critical opinion on the Poet with whith. 


Mr. C. concludes his life is well worthy of notte. 


‘€ Hamilton, if not of the firft clafs, and in whom we find 
only thofe fecgndary qualities which profeffor Richardfon. has fo 
ably pointed out, furely excels fome whofe works ase beter 
gown and more current. ‘The neglect which he has experienced 
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may be partly attributed to his political principles, and partly 
to the local intereft which his effufions excited, and tp which 
they were long confined, Verfes of compliment and perfonal 
adireffes maf have extraordinary merit, if they attract the 
notice of diftant ftrangers. Prejudice, however, i¢ now at an 
end, and the friends of Scottith genius. whe have lately called 
the attention of the public to this writer, have proved © that 
be deferves higher tank than has yet been affigned to him. 
He is, perhaps, very unequal, and the blemithes of bis verfe 
and di@ion, to which profeflor Richardfon has: alluded are 
frequent; yet it is no inconfiderable merit to have been one of 
the firft of his countrymen who cultivated the parity aud harmony 
of the Enghith laaguage, and exhibited a variety of compofition 
and fertility of fentiment, that are rarely to be found in the writ ° 
ings of thofe whofe poetical genius is of the fecond degrec.’”* 





Art. X{1. 4 Defcription of the Feroe Tflands, containing an 
Account of their Situation, Climate, and Produétions ; tege- 
ther with the Manner:, and Cuftoms, of the Inhabitants, their 
Trade, fc By the Rev. G. Land. Lilufrated with ¢ 
Map, and other Engravings. Tranjflated from the Danifh. 
bvo, pp. 426. 12s, LongmaandCo, 1810. 


THE Feroe, Farro, or Faro Hflands, for they are thus dif- 

ferently written, confitute a neft of final! iflands, fub- 
yet to Denmark, in the remote parts of the northern oceai. 
They have but little attra€ted the notice of navigators, though, 
a great number of them are inhabited, and many of them fei- 
dle, producing much corn and numerous flocks ot fheep. 
They have alfo an export trade of no mean umporiance in 
commerce, and of great confideration with the voluptuous 
and luxurious, for as thefe ifiands, the far Jamed Eider 
Down is exported. | : 

Our information concerning thefe iflands has hitherto been 
very unfatisfaétory, and the few publications which deferibe 
them are of uncorimon rarity. Mr. Landt, therefore, the 
euthor-of this prefent volume, is entitled to the thanks of the 
curious, for this valuable addition to our Geographical Cof- 
i.dtions. He refided feven years in thofe itlands, where he 
officiated ae a Clergyman. He in a more patiicular manner 
direéted his attention to the Natural Hiftory of the iflands, 
bit the reader will alfo find a Very entertainitig and inflruc- 
tive account of their political ftate, the chara€ters and manners 
of the inhobitauts, the language of the couniry, the popue 
lation, aud the other objefis of ftariftical refearch. ' 
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The work is divided into four chapters, and each chapter 
fubdivided into various feétions. The firft chapter in its 
diffetent feftions exhibits a Geographical defcription of Fe- 
roc, the lifltory, fituation, topographical defcriptions, mines, 
harbours, churches, &c. ' 

In the fecond chapter, we have a phyfical defeription of 
the sflands, an account of the currents, climate, earths, plants, 
animals, and all other fubj<éts of Natural Hiftory. From this 
part of the work we fubjoin a fhort extract. 


* Corvus corax. The raven, In Ferocfe ravaur, is a 
bird of prey very common in Feroe, — There is a fpeckled variety, 
known — under the name of the white raven, but it is not fo 
common as the black, and is not to be confidered as a different 
{pecies; for pairs are found on thefe iflands, one of which is 
black and the other fpeckled, and in one neft may be feen both 
black and f{peckled young ones: fame affert that the fpeckled 
after a few years become black, The raven builds;its neft m 
March, in the high fteep hills, and lays four eggs. . It is dan. 
gerous to the lambs, which it kills as foon as dropped, and fome- 
times the mother alfo, when they have become weak in confe- 
quence of a fevere winter, It is alfo remarkably fond of the 
eggs of other birds; but when the puffin, a/ca arctica, catches 
the raven in its hole, it darts its claws into its breaft, fcizes it 
by the neck with its bill, and when they iffue from the hole 
ftruggling with each other, the raven endeavours to afcend to 
the land, and the puffin to defcend to the water; but the latter, 
for the moft part, 1s the victor: for when the raven’s feathers be- 
come wet, it can no longer fave itfelf, and muit perifh. The 
raven finds a formidable enemy at land in the fea-pic, Aamatopus 
eftrilegns, which follows it in its raped flight, and, darting its 
long fharp bill into its back, makes it fcream out. The fea-pie 
then, by a thrill ery, collects feveral more, which purfue their 
common enemy, and oblige it to feek fhelter in forne hole, where 
its back can be sential, In order that this deftru€ive bird 
may be exterminated, every man who is in a condition to go out 
to fith, muft deliver every year the bill of one raven, or the bills 
of two crows; Or failing thefe, pay a certain fum to the provin- 
cial judge, But ali the inhabitants are not equally ready to aflitt 
in extirpating the ravens ; as there is a faying in Feroe, that this 
bird never docs any hurt to the farm where it builds it neft. If 
a man, therefore, drives it into his neighbour’s premifes, it {pares 
the lambs of the latter, but attacks, wherever it can, thofe be- 
longing to the former. The ravens,, however, are of fome uti- 
lity to thofe who have fheep, as they give notice, by their af- 
fembling, when one of thefe animals has fallen down a precipice, 
fo that it can be recovered, and carried home to be ufed as 
food, ' ' 


‘ Convus 
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«« Convus cernix. The common crow: ' In Feroefe sraaka. 
Crows: ate here very abundant; they build their nefts in the 
clefts of the rocks or on the fteep fides of the hills, where they 
lay four or five eggs. ‘They are thievith and mifchievous ani. 4 
mals ; pick the feed from the fields, dig up the newly-planted 
potatoes, and at the fame time, when they have young, carry off 
the goflings and young ducks, deftroy the barley in autumn before 
it is ripe, and the fith huhg up todry. ‘Lhey are alfo very trou. | 
blefome to thofe whe have gardens, as they cut off the cabbage. 
fhoots, and thofe of almoit every other vegetable production. 
ln winter, efpecially where they are not leaned by thooting 
at them, they are fo bold as to enter the houfes where people are 
fitting, if the doors are open. ‘They may be fometimes frigh. 
tened by hanging up ald clothes, but they foon are taught by in. 
Lin to diftinguifh a gun, and to keep without reach of thor. 
‘Lhey are often feen at ebb.tide colle€ting fhell.fith, with which 
they fly up into the air, and then let them fall on the rocks, in 
order that they may be broken. In fome parts of Feroe they 
aflemble to the number of one or two hundred in one place and at 
one time, as if they had alk been invited on purpofe. A few of 
the flock fit with drooping heads, others feem as grave as if they 
were judges, and fume are exceedingly attive and noify. At 
length, in the courfe of about.an hour, the company difperfe ; and 
it isnot uncommon, after they have flown away, to find one or 
two dead on the fpot; whether thefe were criminals panifhed for 
their offences, or invalids which died in confequence of fome dif’ 
eafe, cannot ealily be determined.’* P. 220. : 


The {cientific name of the Eider Duck is Anas Molliffima, 
and it is abundant in the Feroe Iflands, but it feems that the 
Royal mandate tor preferving them is not fri€ily obferved. 
Half'a pound of Down is commonly obtained from three 
nefts, but it is fo mixed with grafs and other foreign matters, 
that forty pounds of feathers will produce but fitteen of the 
clean down. <A pound of the clean Down fells at Ham- 
burgh for three dollars. | 

The third chapter is employed in the economical defcrip- 
tion of the iflands, their agriculture, gatdens, fitheries, me 
chanics, trade, dreffes of the inhabitants, and their mode o- 
living. The defcription of the Whale Fifhery is peculiarl 
interefting, 

The fourth and laft chapter exhibits a political furvey of 
the iflands, and defcribes the characters and manners of the 
inhabitants. We fubjoin an account of their weddings. 


** Sometimes a young man in Ferve endeavours to gain the 
affeion of a young woman without communicating his inten- 
tions to any of his friends; but as foon as he obtains the young 
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woman's confent, he no longer thinks concealment neceflary, Tf 
he proves unfortunate in his fyit, has no means of accefs to the 


; ‘| objedt of his love, or is unacquainted with her parents, he em. 
a ploys the intervention of fome refpectable perfon, who makes the. 
4 propofal in his name, This confidential friend waits upon the 
Be young woman and her parents, acquaints them with the young 
an man's intention, and receives their anfwer. If the offer be re. 
, jected nothing more is to be done, and the fuitor muft direct his 


views to fome other quarter; but if no objefions are made by 
any of the parties, the lover repairs a week after to the houfe of 
the young woman with his high hat on his head, and his wooing 
fiaff in his hand, as a fignal of his errand, Perfons of higher 
rank celebrate their weddings at any period of the year they 
think proper; but the common people marry only in the autamny 
which is theirc flaughtering time. As the wedding-drefs of both 
fexes has been already defcribed, I fhall here only make a few 
obfervatians. in regard to the ceremonies. The bridegroom has 
two men, who are generally felected from the moft refpetable of 
his friends, and whofe duty is to accompany him to and from 
chorch, and to drefs and undrefs him. ‘The bride has alfo twa 
bride-maidens, who drefs her, and who, during the ceremony, 
ftand behind her and the bridegroom; fhe has alfo two youn 
men called Aya/veynar, that is, Sendants who each laying hold of 
ao arm, accompany her to the church, hand her into her pew, 
aod when the iervice is over, attend her in the fame manner back 
to the houfe where the wedding is celebrated. ‘The bridegroom 
firit repairs to the charch, with all his male attendants walkin 
in pairs; and then the bride, who, however, is preceded by a 
company of bride-girls, (fay/ar,) all neatly drefied and orna- 
mented, who arrange themfelves in a row in the paffage before 
the pew appropriated for her, where they remain ftanding till the 
and ber maids have pafled them*. During the ceremony a t 
many candles are placed op the altar ; and when it is ended, Shich 
is generally in the afternoon, the company return, After the 
new married pair have received a congratulatory kifs from each 
of the guelts, they al] fit down to a dinner, which confifts of 
foup made with beef, or lamb; roaft beef, or lamb, fucceeded by 
tice foup, plum tarts, and a kind of fritters without apples ; and 
on fuch occaftons there is always a plentiful fupply of brandy and 
ate; which is handed about by cup-bearers. the dinner is 
ae over, and a thankfgiving hymn feng, the apartment is made ready 
for dancing. ‘The bride and bridegroom, with the whole com- 
Me pany, form theméelves into a circle, and joining hands, dance 
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vt * A widow, or bride, who is pregnant, has no bride-girls at 
ye “her wedding ; and in this cafe. the men and the women walk pre- 
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round in cadence, towards the left fide, to the found df a nuptial 
fong, which is fung by all the dancers in full chorus. If the’. 
apartment is not large enough to admit the whole company to 
make one circle, they form themfelves into two or more concens 
tric circles, 

When the evening has been fpent in dancing, the cup.bearers 
enter, and giving’a Toud thump on one of the beams, fummon the 
bridegroom to bed for the firft time ; half an hour after they give 
a fecond thump, and fummon the bride to bed; this ceremony is 
repeated, and afterwards the bridegroom. is fummoned to bed for 
the laft time. The bride is condufed firft to bed, in which the 
lies down half undreffed, and on this occafion fhe theds a few tears; 
the fame ceremony is obferved in regare to the bridegroom, who, 
however, lies down without dropping any tears. When both 
are in bed a couple of pfalms are fang in moft places, and the even. 
ing prayers read, after which the company ftetire, and continue 
their dancing as long as they think em Next morning the 
wedded pair receive in bed prefents from the guefts, which e 
rally amount to one or two crowns, anda glats of wine, or bran. 
dy is given to each perfon prefent. ‘The whole of the day is {peng 
in featting and dancing ; but after dinner one of the moft inge- 
nious of the gueits brings in a rump of roaft beef, part of the cow 
killed for the wedding, the tail of which, adhering to it, is bett 
upwards and ornamented with ribbons; but the whole piece 
fometimes is decorated with painted, of gilt papet it iv intro. 
duced with a poetical oration, the fubjet of which is a panegyrie 
on the difh ; and fometimes the fate and hiftory of the cow is de. 
tailed in this fpeech, with a girefome and infipid minutenefs. The 
veflel containing the dith is placed at the upper end of the table, 
where it is handed from the one to the othery each of the company, 
if they choofe, giving vent at ‘the fame time to fome witty and 
extempore effufion in verfe, which either contains fome trait of 
fatyr, or is calculated to excite a roar of laughter *. 

Chriftmas alfo is a period of paftime and mirth to thefe iflan. 
ders, at which time they affemble on Sundays and holidays in the 
afternoon, to amufe themfelves with finging and cing but 
they never drink, or indulge in any games that tend ta 
corrupt their morals. , 


~~ ee ee i 

* Some injury done to them by their fuperiors, or rulers, ferves 
fometimes on fuch occafions as the fybjeét of thele effufions. , The 
following is an example ; an inhabitant of Feroe was once-con- 
demned to pay a fine for thopting an eider-duck, though the wit. 
nefies differed in regard to the colour of the fowl, the one affert- 
ing it to be grey, and the other affirming that it was white. ‘The 
culprit, thepeforc, turned the whole procedare into verfe, and with 
fo mach fatitical bumour, that it atgerwards ferved as a fond 
amufement to various campanica, ais 
i 
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The'tranflator has not given us an opportunity of thank- 
ing him by name, for which we are forry, as-his pertormance: 
is in every refpe€& very creditable to him, and we feel our- 
felves authorized to recommend this hook as a valuable Geo. 

raphical prefent. The volume is illuftrated witha map,” 
thie feale of which is of Danifh miles. The Danifh mile is. 
fomewhat* niore than four miles and a half Englifh, But it” 
muft be remembered, that ‘in the tranflation where miles are 
mentioned, Englifh miles muft be underflood. The work 1s 
alfo embellithed with other engravings. | 


eee 





Art. XII. Ax Inquiry into the Confequences of negieciing te! 
give the Prayer- Book with the Bible; interfperfed with Re- 
marks on fame late Speeches at Cambridge,.and other imporianti 
Maitter relative to the Britifh and Forergn Bible Society. By 

- Herbert*Marfh, D.D. FURS. Margaret Profefr of Divt- 
nity at Cambridge. 8vo. 80 pp. 2s. 6d. Rivinytens. 1912; 


\ YHEN we confider the rapid progrefs which the Bible 
Society. is now making throughoutthe kingdom, we 
mui admit, that few fubjeéls are more entitled to the prefent . 
attention, of the public, than that, whichis. prepofed for ex- 
amination in the work now. before us*...For, if the. good 
whieh this Society, by Dr. Marfh’s own! admiiheon,is-calous 
lated to produce, is yet attended withthe evil, whiclf he 
afcribes toat, the friends of the Eftablifhment muft ferioufly 
confider, whether they:can with fafety, or'even confcienti+ 
oufly; continue theig*fupport. | For our own parts, we ferus 
~ tiet to declate, tliat, judging from the works which have 
therto Come undef our notice, we have been "difpoled té 
view this Sociéty im a very favourable lights’ We: thi 
confidered it as accomp nied with certain ghod, and only tt 
certain evil; for the danger ufually afcribed' ‘to it, is fach 
only, as would arife from an abule of the ihffitition, fro: 
‘which nothing human is exempt: send fince the ence ae 
eo-operation of Churchmen in this Society niu erve at lea 
asacheck on the diffentmg mtereft, wehave been aceuttomed 
ato believe, that the more powerfully this Society was fupported 
én the part of the Charch, the lefs would be the danger oats 
being perverted to purpofes inimical to the'Chureh, ‘Bur, if 
ota further hearing of the caufe, which we have already tried, 


- 





* We have printed this article exaély asawee received in 

“deference to the very eminent perfon by whom it Way comiinr 

catéd; bet we would have it ‘uAderftood, ‘that fome of 

miffions in it, by no means exprefs the w-ovienr fente 
ry ‘ ‘ 


“@he Editors of the Brirres Cerrre, 
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new matter fhould come.out in evidence, which had.not been 
adduced betore, the verdiét muft be given, without regard to 
opinions, founded on different data. 

We have already obferved, that the danger ufually afcribed 
to the Bible Society, is fuch only as would arife from a pers 
verfion of its avowed objects. ‘But if it can be fhown, that 
it is dangerous to. the E{tablifhed Church, even without fuch 
perverfion ; if it can be fhown, that there is danger inherent 
in, and infeparable from, the very conflitution of the Society, 
the light in which we have jhitherto viewed it, in company 
with a large proportion of the’ Britifh public, will be totally 
changed. We thall then haye an evil, not againft which we 
muft guard, but which we muft remove, if we intend that the 

‘hurch fhall be preferved. And it is obvious, that a,re- 
medy, which would ferve in the former cafe, might be no re- 
medy in the latter cafe. The cure ofan exifling malady, and 
the prevention of a poffible ene, may require very different 
modes of treatment. And hence the co operatian of Church- 
men with the Bible Society, however well it may be calcu- 
lated to prevent contingent evil, may tend evén to increafe 
an evil, which already exifts. - 

The grand queflivi'theretore, whether Churchmen thould 
withdraw themfelves from the Bible Society, or not, will re- 
fulve itfelf into the two following fubo: dinate qreftions.  ” 

¥. Has Dr. Marth fucceeded in his attempt to prove, that 
there is real danger to the Eflablifhed Church, in the prefent 
prattice and conflitution of the Society, evea without a de- 
parture from its avowed objett ? 

2. In the event of having proved this point, is he further 
able to fhow, that the danger thus exifting is increafed, in- 
ftead of being diminifhed, by the co-operation of Churchmea 
in the Society’? » | 

It he is able to effablifh both thefe points, we mult ‘confefs, 
that the grand’ queltion can be anfwered only in the aflirma- 
tive. Let us proceed theiefore to an analy fis of his Inquiry. 
The very title of it declares on what ground he has taken, hie 
ftand; anda firmer pofition he coiled not well have chofen. 
He objeéts, not to the’diffribdtion of the Bible, either by the 
hands of Churchmen, or by the hands of Diffenters ; but 
folely to the omiffion of the Liturgy. At the very opening 
of the work, he fays, 


** Whoever 6 to the Britith ard Foreign Bible Society, 


is. invariably » Whereis the harm of giving away a Bible? 
J will anfwer therefore, by faying, None whatever; on the cof. 
tary, the more widely the Scriptures are diffeminated, the greater 
‘ball refpeets mult be the good produced.” Having anfwered this 
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queftion, and, as I hope, to the fatisfaction of every member of the 
Society, I beg leave to afk in my turn, Where is the harm of 
giving away a Prayer-Book ?’’ 


He thus very fairly queftions, in their own manner, the 

rfons who contend for the diftribution of the Bible alone, 

e then afks of Churchmen, (to whom alone his arguments 
are addreffed) whether it is not u/eful, and thirdly, whether 
it is not neceffary to diftribute the Prayer-Book in company 
with the Bible. He afterwards adduces arguments in fup- 
port of that neceffity, which are really fo convincing, that we 
are no lefs furprized than Dr. M. himfelf, that Churchmen 
and Clergyimen, in an Englifh Univerfity, fhould “‘ reprehend 
a Profeflor of Divinity, becaufe he contended that the Prayer- 
Book fhould be diftributed with the Bible.”’ | 

The reprehenfion here meant, was difplayed in fome of 
the fpeeches delivered in the Town-Hall at Cambridge *, 
on the day of the public meeting for the formation of an 
auxiliary Bible Society, when Dr. M., it feems, incurred the 
difpleafure of feveral of the {peakers, efpecially of Dr. Mil- 
ner and Dr, Clarke, for his objetlion to the difribution of 
the Bible alone, or without the Prayer-Book. This objec 
tion he firfl made in a Sermon preached-daft year at St. Paul's, 
and repeated in a printed Addrefs to the Senate, which, as 
appears from the dat¢, was circulated in the Univerfity a 
fhort time before this public meeting. The objettion there- 
fore, thus recently publifhed, was fuch an obttacle to the 
practice of the Bible Society, that every effort was made to 
overrule it, But the defence, which was fet up on that day, 
of the praétice of giving the Bible alene, has put {uch wea- 
pons into the bands of our experienced contioverfialilt, as his 
adverfaries will hardly be able to refift. And we muft con- 
fefs, that even before we had feen his Inquiry, our faith in 
the Socjety had been already ftaggered, by the very argu- 
ments which were uled on that day in its defence ft, 





* From the circumftance, that the Meeting was held in the 
Town-Hall, we infer, that it was not a meeting of the Univer- 
fty in its corporate capacity, but a meeting only af individual 
members in company with perfons belonging to the town and 
county. 


t "The fpeeches were firt printed in the Cambridge Chronicle, 
but were immediately reprinted in London, A new edition has 


been lately printed at Cambridge ; but, as we have been informed, 
with fome alterations. : 


The 
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The point on whieh Dr. M, is at iffue with his adverfaries, 
is, vot whether Churchmen thal) diflribute the Bible, but 
whether Churchmen fhall omit the Prayer-Book: and the 
mifreprefentations, to which many of his adverfaries have had 
recourfe on this fubje€t, where mifapprehenfion feemed al- 
moll impofhible, deferves fevere cenfure, Truth is not to be 
fuppoited by diftortion ; and if arguments cannot be anfwer- 
ed in a fair way, they ought not to be anfwered at all. There 
is fo little connexion between an obje@ion to the leaving out 
the Prayer-Book, and an obje€tion to giving the Bible, that 
there muft be great want, either of difcernment, or of can- 
dour, when men can argue, as if the two objeftions had the 
~ fame meaning. The danger however, which Dr. M. appre- 
hends, has been fo reprefented, as if he meant that it arofe 
from the ufe of the Bible. We have already declared, that 
our own prepoffeflions have been hitherto in favour of the 
Society, to which he objeéts: but we think it our duty to 
expofe fophiftry, and to embrace truth, wherever we may find 
either the one or the other, 

In the fetond and third feAions of this work, the author 
combats, and as we think fuccefsfully, the arguments for the 
diftribution of the Bible alone, which are founded in the no- 
tion, that to diftribtité more than the Bible, is incompatible 
with true Proteftantifm. To underfland his reafoning, both 
here and in other parts of his Inquiry, we muft always re- 
member, that he addrefles himfelf folely to Churchmen, that 
he exprefsly declares, he has no defire to interfere wih the 
Diffenters, or to urge their acceptance of a book, which they 
trom principle rejeét; but that the whole of his argumenta- 
tion is confined to a queftion of confiflency, namely, whether 
Churchmen, as fueh, can, without a dereliction of their prin- 
ciples, partake of a Society, which, inftead of diftributing 
both Bibles and Prayer-Books, diftributes the Bible alone. 
lu examining the arguments for diftributing the Bible alone, 
he has fhown that their fallacy confills in the confufion of 
things, which are quite diflin@. Every Protefant mufl ad- 
utit, that the Bible alone contains all things, which are necei- 
fary for falvation. But it does not therefore follow, thar 
Churchmen fufficiently provide for religious infiruétion, if 
they do not alfo give the 0 as an expofition of the 
defriné contained in theBible. If our Reformers:had’ been 
of this amr they would neither have compofed the Li- 
turgy and Articles, nor would they have enjoined, that cil- 
dren, at foon as'they are able, fhould leafn the Church Ca- 
techifm. Again, the Bible orily is the religion of’ the Pro. 
_teflant. Bus as there are fo many different Kinds of ‘Proref- 
tants, 
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tants, and the Articles of Religion, belonging to one payty, 
are often contradi€lory to thofe of another, an appeal to the 
Bible only can never determine what kind of Proteflart 
is meant. If Churchmen therefore make no difttnéfion be- 
tween Proteftants of one kind, and Proteftants of another, 
they proceed on a levelling principle, which muft be fatal to 
the Eflablifhed Church. On this amalgamation, we have 
already (Brit. Crit. vol. xxxvili. p. 579) declared our decided 


opinion, and defcribed it to be ‘* produétive of the moft per- 


nicious confequences.” When Dr. Clarke therefore, to 
vindicate the practice of giving the Bible alone, reproaches 
thofe who complain of that praétice, with forgetting they are 
Proteflauts, we muft agree with Dr. M., that he expofes bin- 
felf to the imputation of forgetting that he is a Churchman. 

But we are ftill more furprized at the language held by the 
Dean of Carlifle ; and we are at a lofs to comprehend how 
he will be able to remove the objections, which our author 
has produced in his third fe€tion. We have not yet heard, 
whether he intends to reply; but if-he does, we hope, efpe- 
cially as he declared at the meeting his thoughts of going to 
prefs, it will not be in an anonymous publication. His'rank and 
character require, that fome explanation fhould be given to 
the public in his own name, which may juflify his applica- 
tion of the term * correétive’’ to the Prayer-Book, and at 
leaft palliate his comparifon of it with Popith tradition. 

In the fourth feétion a parallel is drawn between the reli- 
gious inftruétion afforded by Mr. Lancafer, and the religious 
inftru€tion afforded by the Bible Society. At the fame time 
a parallel is drawn between the religious inflruétion afforded 
by the Madras fyftem, and the religious inftru€tion afforded 
by the Society tor promoting Chniftian Knowledge, which, 
as Dr. M. obferves, is a Society both for Bibles and Prayer- 
Books. Here we muft confels, that the parallel in both 
cafes is fo exaét, that there feems to be at leaft an inconfift- 
ency, when Charchmen difapprove the Lancaflerian fy lem, 
and yet promote the Bible Society. It muft be obferved 
however, (what mdeed Dr. M. himfelf admits) that the ana- 
logy holds good only tn the home department ot the Society ;' 
and we were pleafed co meet with the candid acknowledg- 
ment, that 


** Tes. operations abroatl are not only unobjettionable, but 
highly lavdable.’"—*‘* The Liturgy of our Church, (he obferves) 
has no concern with the diitributioa af Bibles, where Chriftianity 
is profefied under a ditierentform.’’—‘ But, (as he further ob- 
ferves) when Proteftant Churchmen and Proteftant Diffenters com- 
bine for the diftribution of the Bible at home ; and’a sory 
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thus compofed, emi’s the Liturgy, becaufe the Diffenters could nog 
otherwife partake of it, fuch a Sociesy is formed on terms of in. 
equality, and the facrifice is made on the part of the Charch,'’ 


The fifth fe@tion is hiftorical, ‘and’contains many curious 
and interefling faéts refpecting the meafures which preceded 
and followed the abolition of the Liturgy in the reign 6f 
Charles the Firft.” The fixth fe@ion is a continuation of the 
fubje&t, and applies thofe fa&s to the events now palling be- 
fore us, in reference to the Bible Society. It his been long 
obferved, that there is a general refemblance between the 
Puritans in.the time of Cromwell and the Methodifls of the, 
prefent age. But we were certainly not aware, that there 
was fo clofe a refemblance, both! in. the condu& and in the 
language of the ancient Puritans whemthey were preparing ' 
to abolifh the Liturgy, and the prefent conduct and language 
which Dr. M.-has detailedein the fixth fe€tion; As our 
limits do not permit’ us to enter into the comparifou, we mult 
refer our reader'to the work itfelf, where he will find mate. 
rials for very ferious reflection at.the prefent period.’ Faéts, 
we all know, are flubborn things; and the fume caufe 
which las once produced. an eflect may produce it again. 
We are extremely forry, that a very late event has enabled 
ys to increafe the number, of examples, in which the, pre- 

ent hiffory of religion correfponds with the age of Charles. 
the Firft. It is well known, that the City of London’ then 
took a prominent pait in the everthrow of the eflablifhed 

hurch. Now this fame City, in its corporate capacity, 
has not only.granted SOO! to {upport a Tyftem of education 
which is nof tor the eltablilleed Cluirch, but has lately refuled, 
its. {upport to a fyflem of education which és for the eftab- 
lifhed Chiurch.. With fuch examples before us, we have 
more reafon than ever to apprehend the conlequences that 
mutt arife trom a ‘negleé of the Liturgy, which Dr. M. very 
jutly ftiles the bulwark of the Church, 

In the feventh feétion, he confiders what remedy may be 
belt applied to remove the danger of the Bible Society. In 
the firlt place he adverts to the remedy propofed by its ad- 
vocates, that Churchmen in general thould become members 
of it, and thus obtain a preponderance over the diffenting 
influence. : 


** Bat,’’ fays Dc. M., ‘* is it not owing to the diffentingsia. 
fluence, that, when the Society diftributes Bibles at bbme, “teole 
Bibles are not accompanied with Prayer Books? Are not Prayer 
Books omitted for this very réeafon, “that it is a Ping concern be 


tween Chirchmen and Difentérs * A’ religions fociéry, confifting 
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of Churchmen, has nothing to prevent it from diftributing both 
Bibles and Prayer Books. But as foon as the diffenting influence 


is mixed with the Church influence, the diftribution of the Prayer 


Book by a fociety fo compofed is at once prevented, Even, 
therefore, if all the Bifhops, and all the Clergy of England and 
Wales, became members of the Society, it would ftill remain a 
Society for Bibles alone. No preponderance whatever on the 
part of the Church would alter the comfitution of the Society. 
‘The evil confequences,. therefore, of neglecting to. give the 
Prayer Book with the Bible, inftead of being diminifhed by an 
acceffion of Churghmen, are really increafed by it, for every ad- 
dition of Churchmen is an addition of contributors to the evil.’’ 


Here then we perceive the important difference between 
the mode of curing an exifling evil, and the prevention of a 


contingent one. We fiill retain the opinion which we have, . 


always fupported, that the pie‘ence and co-operation of 
Churchmen are the moft effe€tual means of preventing an 
abufe of the Inftitution, or of its application to other objeéts 
than that which it profeffes. Bui af there is an evil in the 
conftitution itfelf, we are forced to admit, that fuch an evil 
is not correfted, but confirmed by the contributions of: 
Churchmen. ) 


** Lf it-befaid,’’ continues our author, ‘* that Chutchmen whe 
become members of this Society are not reftri€ted in their indi. 
vidual capacity to the diftribution of the Bible alone, 1 anfwer, 
that the very circumftance of their joining this Society, though 
it does wot aQually prevent their procuring Prayer Books elfe. 
where, has a natural and neceffury tendency to dimiaifh, in the 
opinion of Churchmen themfelves,” both the importance of the 
Liturgy, and the confequent frequency of its diftribution, As 
this tendency of the Society is very important in its effets, and 
yet in general is not perceived, it will be worth our whiJe to 
analyfe and examine it in its feveral relations,” 


We cannot tranfcribe the whole of this analyfis, and the 
matier is fo compreffed as to be incapable of abridgment. 
We muft content ourfelves, therefore, with recommending 
it to an attentive perufal, and fhall only flate the refult in the 
author’s own words at the end of the fe€tion. After having 
fhown not only the tendency of the Society to bring the 
Liturgy into neglect, but that Churchmen, by becoming 
i gr of it, learn to juflify the negleét, ‘he obferves, that 
me | 


fuch circumflances 





° 


** It would be a poor confolation te produce examples of 
Churechmen, who, though members of this Society, are fenfible 
of its defeéts, and endéavour to fupply them by their individual 

exertions. 
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exértiuns. For fuch examples would not only -be exceptions to 
the general rule, but exceptions to the vindication of that rule. 
We mutt argue, not from fingle inftances, but from. the general 
charaéter of the Society, and its general effects. And what are 
thofe general effets, but to bring into neglect the bulwark of the 
Efablifoed Church ? When Churchmen and Diffenters unite in a 
Society for the diftribution of the Bible alone, even where the 
Church of England is eftablifhed, and Churchmien conform to this 
regulation, becaufe the Diffenters could not otherwife join with 
them, they facrifice their own principles to thofe of the Diffen. 
ters *. If the operations of the Society were confined to foreign 
countries, the objection, which is founded on the omiffion of the 
Liturgy, would at once be removed. The Liturgy of a parti. 
cular Church has no concern with the diftribution of Bibles, 
where that Church is not eftablifhed ; but where it is eftablifhed, 
we muft either preferve the criterion and teft of that eftablifh. 
ment, or abandon the eftablifhment altogether. When Churcht. 
men and Diffenters, therefore, agree to a&t on a principle ‘which 
excludes that criterion and teft, and excludes it where the Chutch 
of England is eftablifhed, an union of fach age on fuch a prin. 
ciple muft ultimately lead to the ruin of that party which makes 
the facrifice. When Diffenters diftribute the Bible alone, they do 
all that is requifite on their part. They have no Liturgy to 
diftribute, and confequently omit nothing whieh either their duty 
or their intereft requires. But when Churchmen, who have a 
Liturgy, neglect to diftribute it with the Bible, both duty and 
intereft are neglected on their part.. They neglect the diftribu. 
tion of the book which conftitutes the Churchman. They make 
approaches therefore to the Conventiele, while the Conventicle 
makes no approaches to the Church. Thus the Church is under. 
mined, while the Conventicle remains entires 





* «© As far as I can judge, the very reafon which is affigned 
for not giving the Prayer Book with the Bible, is a reafon why 
Churchmen fhould be careful to abftain from that neglect. The 
more defirous the Diffenters may be that the Prayer Book fhould 
be omitted, the more defirous fhould Churchmen be to diftribute 
ut. But if Lu. -ftand Dr, Milner rightly, he confiders the 
objection of the Diffenters to the Liturgy as a reafon, not onl! 
why Churchmen may omit the Liturgy when they give the Bible, 
but why they may omit it with fafety. For he fays, ¢ As the 
adoption of the Liturgy is not to be expetted while Diffenters of 
feveral denominations adhere to their prefent fyftem of ceremonies 
and Church government, 1.would not reprefent the diftribution of 
the Bible alone as a thing that cannot be done with fafery, unlefs 
accompanied with the correGive of a Prayer Book of the Church 
of England,’ ”” 

Oo ‘* So 
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«© So long, therefore, as the Britifh and Foreign Bible Society 
retains its prefent conftitution, I can difcover no other remedy for 
the evil, whieh has been the fubjeét of this Inquiry, than that 
Churchmen fhould withdraw from it, and transfer their contri. 
butions and their influence to that true Church of England So. 
cicty, the Society for Promoting Chriftian Knowledge.’ 


The eighth fection is wholly peony in the confidera- 
tion of the confequences which would follow from fucha 
transfer of contribu:ion and influence. Mr. Vanfittart, jn 
a Letter which he publifhed as an Anfwer to Dr. M.’s Ad- 
drefs to the Senate, had obferved, that if Churchmen now 
withdrew from the Bible Society, the Society would either 
ceafe to exift, or the Diffenters alone would have the honour 
of condu€ting it, and of difleminating the Scriptures through. 
out the world. To this Dr. M. replies, that he propofes, 
not that Churchmen fhould ceafe to propagate the Gotpel in 
foreign parts, but only that they fhould a€& through the means 
of another Society. But it is faid, that this Society is not 
fo active as the modern one. 


‘¢ Let the inferiority of its energies,” fays Dr. M., ** bead 
mitted in any proportion you pleafe, yet if thofe energies are 
exerted with fafety to the eftablifhed Church, and the energies of 
the modern Society are not, we had better have fecurity at home, 
with diminifhed energy abroad, than diminifh our fecurity at 
home by increafing our energy abroad.’ 


And as he farther obferves, there is one refpe& in which 
the ancient Bible Society is much better calculated to proe 
mote Chriftianity among the Heathens than the modern So- 
ciety. 


‘« For the latter is rather a preparatory Society; it prepares 
the way for the exertions of Miffionaries, by fupplying them 
with Bibles in various languages. But no Miffionary don, 6, em. 
ployed by the Society, for the fending of Miffionaries would be 
contrary to its conttitution, Now the former Society not only 
can, but actually does employ MifGonaries for the propagation of 
the Gofpel, and would increafe their number with an augmenta. 
tion of its funds. I know, indeed, that the advocates of the 
modern Society think nothing more is requifite for converfion to 
Chrittianity than the fimple operations of their own body. They 
think the Bible, when once diftributed, whether amongft Ma- 
homedans or Hindoos, whether amongft Tartars or Chinefe, 
will make its own way, without the aid ef a Miffionary to ex- 
plain it and to enforce its doctrines.’’ 


As we ourfelves have expofed the weaknefs of this opi- 
nion, when we reviewed Dr. Buchanan’s Sermons, and it is 
important 
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important that the public fhould be undeceived in this mat- 
ter, we beg leave to repeat what was faid on that occation. 
(Vol. 38, p. 584, 585.) Having ftated that Dr. B. “ feems 
even to think that the nations of Afia might be converted to 
the religion of Chrift, merely by tranflating the Bible into 
their feveral languages, and circulating thole tranflations 
among thofe who can read,’’ we afked, 


«« Were the mere ftudYing of the Bible fufficient not only to 
convert idolatrous nations trom their error, but alfo to make 
them members of Chrift, children of God, and inheritors of the 
kingdom of heaven, why were the apoftles commanded to go into 
ail the world, and preach the Gofpel to every creature, when 
they could have written the Gofpel in the languages of the earth, 
and thus converted the nations by writing, without incurring 


thofe dangers, to which, by their travelling and preaching, they 
were daily expofed ?’ 


Inthe fame {cction, Dr. M. proceeds to a further confi- 
deration of the confequences, which would enfue from a 
feceflion of Churclimen from the Bible Society. He fays, 


«¢ If Churchmen in general refolved to a&t by themfelves in the 
diftribution of Bibles and Prayer-books, and Diffenters formed 
another fociety for the diftribution of Bibles alone, agreeably to 
their refpective religious opinions, the two focieties might act 
without mutual bitternefs, and without an encroachment on each 
other’s rights. Surely harmony might be preferved, without re. 
quiring that one party fhall facrifice to the other. Nor can 
uch a facrifice be neceflary for the purpofe of conducting the ope. 
rations abroad. ‘The competition which might enfue, would be a 
competition for good ; and as each party would retain the full 
pofleflion of its own doctrine and difcipline, there would be no 


drawback on either fide to interrupt the harmony of their pro. 
ceedings.’’ 


But the concluding part of this fe€tion, is that which we 
confider as the moft important, becaufe it brings the whole 
of the inquiry into one point. It has been frequently, and 
indeed jutily obferved, thes Churchmen fhould not refufe to 
jointie Diffenters, when they can do it with propriety, and 
that if the prefence of Churchmen is the moft effedtual check 
on the diffenting intereft in the Bible Society, even they, who 
at firft objetted to it, muft now admit, that it is the bef po- 
licy to join it. It is therefore of the laft importance to af- 
Certain, when we can join the diffenters with propriety, and 
if fuch a junétion will afford the remedy which is defired. 
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** On this fubject,’’ fays Dr. M., ** T agree with Mr. Vanfit- 
tart (andhere alfo with Dr. Milner) that the co-operation of 
Churchmen with diffenters, fo far as they can confcientioufly co. 
operate, is the belt mode of Jeflening the evils of diffent. Bat 
when Charchinen and diffenters co-operate in the omiflion of the 
Liturgy, which is the bulwark of the eltablifhed Church, it is a 
co-operation, in which I muft declare for myfelf, that, as a 
Churchman, | cannot confcientioufly join. And in refpedt of the 
danger, for which fuch union is fuppoled a remedy, though I 
may clearly perceive, that a fociety of diffenters, profetledly 
formed for the advancement of religion, may eafily become 
political engine, yet I cannot fubferibe to the opinion of thofe 
who think that the difflenting intereft of the fociety in queftion 
will receive the moft effectual check from the prefence and co. 
operation of Churchmen, ‘The moft effectual barrier againit the 
rifing power of the diffenters, would be a general union of Church. 
men with Churehmen, all acting on a common principle, and 
that principle, the principle of the eilablithed Church. But the 
remedy now applied, in the co-operation of Churchmen with 
diffenters, though it is confidered as effeftual, is really work 
than the difeafe. While it provides againit contingent evil, it 
efeates a prefent one; in the hope of preventing political mif- 
chief, it undermines the eflablifhed religion ; without receiving 
the fmalleft compenfation, it furrenders the intereft of the 
church, by bringing Charchmen and diffenters 10 act upon a com- 
mon principle, which excludes what is effential to the church, 
Thus the ftrength of the eftablifment, inftead of being retained 
within its own channel, for its own prefervation, is not only di- 
Verted to another channel, but turns the current againft itfelt.”’ 


We muft now call the attention of our readers to the teft, 
by which we propofed to try the merits of the prefent work. 
We obierved, that the grand queftion, whether Churchmen 
fhould withdraw trom the Bible Society, depended on two 
fubordinate queftions; firft, whether danger, not contingent 
but actual, exifted in the Bible Society ; and fecondly, whe- 
ther attual evil, in cafe itexifted, could equally with con- 
tingent evil, be remedied by the co-operation of Church- 
men. Both of thefe fubordinate queftions have been clofely 
¢xamined by our author, and we have endeavoured to flate, 
with impartiahiy, the leading arguments on cach of them, 
It may be expected therefore, that we fhould now deliver the 
verditt, of which we {pake in the firft paragraph of this artt- 
cle. But when we confider, that we fhould thus undertake 
to decide on a queflion, which now agitates the whole king- 
dom, we muft coniefs, that on a more mature reflection, we 
would rather confider our readers as the jury, which {hall 
pronounce the verditt. We would recommend to theman 
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#tentive examination of the work itfelf, which contains fuch 
a variety of matter, condenfed in fo {mall a compafs, that we 
have been able to do litle more, than to give a general notion 
of it. And though we do not prefume to preferibe to our 
readers the part which they fhould take in rere te the Br 
ble Society, yet as the welfare of the church, and confe- 
quently of the flate, is involved in the momentous queftion 
which is now before them, we earneflly requeft them not to 
decide upon trivial and fuperficial, much lefs on interefted 
grounds, but to feled& every folid argument, and then to 
determine trom the diftates of their own con{cience, 
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ArT. XIII. The Remains of Jofeph Blacket; confifling of 
Poems, dramatic Sketches, the Times, an Ode, and a Memoir 
of his Life. By Mr. Pratt. 2 vols. crown Bvo. 11, 
Sherwood andCo. 1811. 


wt EN we call to mind that thefe volumes were publifhed 

very principally for the purpofe of procuring aflift. 
ance for the orphan daughter of the very ingenious author, 
we regret even the fhort delay which has unavoidably taken 
place in our notice of them. When we conneét them alfo 
with the name of our truly valued and lamented friend, Mr. 
W. Bofcawen, who, to the full extent of his ability, patro- 
nized the author while living, and his child when he was no 
more, we feel a flill more lively with to make amends for 
our omiflion. 

The pleafure of wondering at efforts, apparently difpro- 
portioned to the means enjoyed, is often the chief suntlion 
to the works of untanght or felf-taught authors. This is not 
altogether the cafe in the produdtions of Blacket ; in whom 
is feen a great verfatility of genius, and alivelinefs of imagina- 
— united with a character very fingularly benevolent and 
piealing. 

Jueph Blacket had few advantages of education, and 
when he left the country was apprenticed to his brother in 
London, to learn the trade of a fhoe-maker. Here, unfor- 
tunately, perhaps for himfelf, though not for his fame, he 
unbibed a tafle for dramatic writing, from feeing Shakcf- 
peare played by Kemble ; and from that time was affiduous 
in his endeavours to qualify himfelf for the charaéter of an 
author, ‘There can be little doubt that the extraordinary 
¢florts which he made to find time for fludy or writing, 
without negle€ting his bufinefs, tended to undermine hia 
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conflitution. From thefe caufes, his life was fhort and 
eventful. He was born in 1786, in Yorkthire, married in 
1804, loft his wife in 1807, and died Auguft 22, 1810, 
leaving an orphan daughter and an aged mother. The whole 
of his hiflory is included in lefs than 24 years, and yet he 
has left moterials for two volumes (not very {mall) of letters 
and poetical effufions, of which the fecond volume is prin- 
cipally dramatic. His very kind and affeétionate friend, 
Mr Pratt, has taken care to give his volumes the a!vantages 
of an elegant form, with the embellifhments of an engraved 
title, a portrait of the author, and an illuflrative trontifpiece 
to the fecond volume. But by thefe ornaments the ufeful 
profirs of the edition are not to be diminifhed ; and it is right 
that the public fhould know what the editor has very properly 
told, that 


“© Mr. Masquerier complimented him with the fketch of 
the author’s portrait, the engraving from which prefents to the 
reader a mott excellent likenefs of the original. Mr, JamesWard 
favoured the editor with the vignette, taken from a paflage in 
the poems ; as did Mr, Jones, of Portland Street, with the very 
fine drawing, from which the engraving is made, in front of the 
fecond volume, illuftrating a fublime exertion of Mr. Blacket’s 
Muafe, The liberal fpirit here acknowledged has influenced Mr. 
Freeman and Mr. H. R. Cook, the engravers, both of whom, I 
am informed by competent judges, have wrought for confiderably 
lefs than their ufaal prices; and the laft, affuredly not leaft, in 
that combination of kindnefs in a good caufe—the protection of 
the fathertefs child of a man of worth and genius, is unqueftion. 
ably fuch—the Publifhers have, on this occafion, voluntarily 
refigned a confiderable fhare of their eftablifhed profits, to aug. 
ment the fund of the orphan, after difburfement of the inevitable 
expences of publication, which they take upon themfelves. In 4 
word, there is not a perfon concerned in thefe volumes, of any 
defcription, who has not teftified a very generous defire and en- 
deayour to promote the aim agd end for which they are brought 
before the public.””  P. Ixv, 


All this is extremely gratifying and honourable to every 
erfon concerned. A letter from Blacket to Mr. Pratt, 
dated Apnl 19, 1810, evidently paints him as very near his 
end; but i exhibits fo many pleafing features of his cha- 
sacter, that we are tempted to infert it. 


“* You moft not attribute my filence to neglet—no! believe 
me, Sir, I am, and ever have been, proud of holding the pen to 
addrefs you. 

** I know you will firft ak me, how lam? To which kind 
queftion I anfwer, moft lamentably! Wern, worn, + 


= yp, 
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friend, toa thread! My poor legs and arms mere drumfticks ! 
My refpiration thick—fometimes thuddering in ice ; fometimes 
bnrning with fever.—A fate worfe than that of Tantalus | 

‘« Dr, Fearon has joft dropt in—he ftaid not five minutes. 
¢ Well, Dr. Fearon,’ faid I, ‘ I fuppofe you will now allow that 
I am verging faft towards the grave?’ ‘ Why Sir,’ anfwered 
he with iad motives, * we have an approaching fummer, and on 
that we muft at prefent reft our chief hopes: the fine warm 
months frequently produce in your cafe the moft beneficial effects. * 

‘* Alas! when will.this fine weather arrive? April, inftead 
of the ‘ fweet breezes of the fouth, blufters on us like the Boreas 
of December,’ bellowing around like a difordered fpirit ; and I 
cannot fo much as look out at my window to catch a funbeam. 

‘© You muft excufe me for not writing at lars my poor dif. 
tracted head will not bear it ; and Dixon’s hand is fo difficult to 
read, that I doubt you would make little of him. 

“« I fuppefe this will find you in the cottage circle ?—May 
its inhabitants be happy ! and may the fympathetic heart, which 
drops its generous tear for the fafferings of others, never, never 
experience the pang of fhedding one for the fufferings of its own. 

‘* The good Duchess of L——— is {till bufily employed in pro. 
curing me fubfcribers ; but, as you communicate, I need not fay 
much on this fubject. 

‘ T would have you:fend her Grace one dozen and a half of 
poems ; the will foon fend them adrift, good and gracious being 
that fhe is! 

** Remember me to Mr. Marchant moft kindly. 

* Your letter firft gave me the awful and important intelli. 
gence of the difturbance in your city :—’tis well that Fortune 
placed Blacket in an humble fituation. 

** I glory in rational, (not riotous,) legitimate, not * mob. 
led’ liberty !—dear is the name of freedom to my heart !—weak 
and miferable as Tam, I yet would crofs the bayonet with Op. 
preffion, and give ftab for ftab with that wretch, who dared to 
infringe on the yust privileges of my countrymen and my country. 

*€ [ have faid too much, my head is dizzy. 


‘© Very dear Sir, your faithful 
« J, Buacxsr.’” 
Vol. i. p. go¢ ’ 


In the great variety of his poetical compofitions here col. 
le€ted, we are inclined to infert one, which, from the ori. 
ginality of its ftyle, and force of its expreffions, feems to 
mark the ftate of the author’s mind when he wrote it. 
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The Remains of Jofeph Blacket. 


ff SENTIMENTS OF THE DEAD TO THE LIVING, 


** Ye flutt’ring gay, ye thonghtlefs proud, 
Sa Who to, this ball, 
A bloodlefs corpfe now calls aloud ; 
Then mark its call] 
‘Mark it all you, who carelefs run 
This life away ; 
Who, batking in your rifing fun, 
Confume the day ; 
Know that your lives are but a fleep, 
By dreams oppreffed ; 
And thofe, who ftay behind to weep, 
Will foon find reft, 
My fpirit’s fled with airy flight, 
Above the ty, 
To dwell, in realms of endiefs light, 
With God on high! 
My troubled hours, that here roll’d by, 
Were {carce a breath 3 
For thofe who creep, and thofe who fly, 
Moft reft in death. 
Then, what’s this giddy round of duft, 
On which we tread 2? 
What ? but a fpacious field in truft, 
For all the dead ! 
And, what are you, who, on this ball, 
Draw your harth breath ? 
The rich, the poor, the mighty, all 
Are dufty death 1" —P. 250. 


. The fecond volume, befides fhorter poems of various 
merit, contains three * Sketches of Dramas, 
nearly, if not entirely, completed ; and in the firft volume is 
a fragment of a burlefque tragedy, evincing no {mall fhare 
of humour. Qn the whole, fs 

that the poems of Blacket were of the higheft order of ex- 
cellence, yet we can fafely affure our readers, that his vo- 
lumes contain much to commend as ingenious, much to 
afford amufement, and much to intereft the beft feelings of 
eur nature, ) 


which are 


ough we cannot pronounce 


BPAITUA 
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BRITISH CATALOGUE. 


POETRY. 


Arr. 14. Fofeph. A Religions Poem. Hiftorical, Patriarchal, 
and Typical. With Notes, in two Volumes. By the Rev, 
Charles Lucas, A.M. Curate of Avebury, Wilts, 8vo. Two 
Velumes. 11.18. Sherwood andCo, 1811, . 


That a poem on a facred fubjeft may be both beautiful and 
attractive, we have fufficient inftances to prove beyond all doubt; 
and the plea of this author, againft certain critics, is fo far valid, 
and almoft fuperfluous. But that 4is poem anfwers that defcrip- 
tion, or would have proved the point, had it not been exempli. 
fied before, we cannot fo far compliment him as to affert. The 
hiftory of Jofeph, as related by Mofes, is, in all its cir. 
cumftances, one of the moft touching and interefting that exift ; 
but as the particulars are, for that very reafon, almoft univerfally 
known, no curiofity or fufpenfe can be introduced into the nar. 
rative; and the magination muft be fingularly gifted, which 
could invent new, yet proper, incidents and embellifhments. This 
felicity is affuredly not poffefled by Mr. Lucas, nor will his 
mode of narration be preferred by many to the fimpler, but more 
affeting ftyle of Mofes. Jofeph, when bought by Potiphar, is 
thus made to tell his own ftory. 


«¢ My name is Jofeph. I derive my race 
From holy Abraham. Jacob my fire / 
If yet he live! if no fad filial [rather parental] pang 
Lay his grey hairs with forrow inthe grave ! 
And ten more fons fojourn in Canaan’s land ; 
But none among them, tho’ our elder all 
Claim’d the fame mother’s love! There, valued ftores 
Of fubftance, and the earth’s beft gifts, his God 
With liberal hand hath blefs’d and multiplied, 
A man of peace he is ; rich in his flocks 
And herds, primordial wealth, which freely feed 
O’er nature’s pafture ; he nor ploughs the foil, 
With bufy labour of the hufbandman, ; 
Nor leaves his home for war or merchandize, 
Six years are paft-——But wherefore fhould I dwell 
On fcenes, where memory fain would lofe her powers ? 
. ‘To him I’m dead——he mutt be fo to me!”’ 
Vol. 1. p. 11. 


Here certainly is no rival of Mofes. Afterwards we find him 
wyiting what Mofes, without a very extraordinary gift pen 
Ye 
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phecy, could not have written: and it may reafonably be 
doubted, whether he would if he could. 


** Swartz, Gerické, Vanderkemp, Kicherer, 
Frank, Ziegenhaufen, Freylinghaufen, Schultz, 
O ye have proved what Berkeley withed to be.’’ 
Ib, p. 300. 


To fay the truth, the lines, (for verfes they are not all) have 
no very clofe conneétion with the place where they ftand, and might, 
we think, have been better introduced elfewhere, or even’omitted 
altogether. ‘The author fays in a note, ‘ names not: formed for 
metre, but fomething better.’’ But, as there are notes, why 
fhould not that fomething better have been referved for them ? 
It may feem perhaps unjuft, to difmifs a work of fo much extent 
and labour, with fo fhort an account. But poetry is like wine, 
it is altogether a luxury, and if the flavour of a glafs is bad, 
there is no temptation to try the reft. The author might be 

raifed with juftice for diligence, and for fome branches of learn- 
ing, but it muft be with the referve that thofe qualifications might 
have been better employed in a work of fome different kind. 
For the prefent, it feems only to excel in the art of making an 
interefting narrative tedious. 


Axt.15. Modern Wouders, or Bell and the Dragon, a Poeticaé 
Remantic Narrative, in Two Cantos, dedicated to the Seven 
Champions of Chriflendom, with Notes of Admiration. Embellifoed 
with an appropriate Fronti/picce. . 4tQs 53. Stockdale. 1812. 


This is a facetious attempt to ridicule the controverfy which 
at prefent exifts on the fyftems of national education as purfued 
under the different aufpices of Dr. Bell and Mr. Lancafter. How. 
ever ferious and important the fubje& itfelf may be, and decided 
as our opinions long have been in favour of Dr. Bell, it is impofli- 
ble ro read without a fmile this poetical effufion. We cannot, 
however, refrain from exprefling our wifhes that the wit and hu- 
mour had been exerted on a different fubject. The following 
fpecimen will fhew that this Hudibraftic attempt is far from con. 
temptible. 


*« Few words he muttered—next a book 
Of magic lore from pouch he took, 
If book it juftly might be called, 
Which Slate appear’d all over fcrawl’d 
With figures dark, nor underftood, 
Older than Lot, or Noah’s fleod, 

. Of various tongues at Babel’s tower, 
Of lfis and Anubis power, 
Of Sphinx and CEdipus he treated, 
And Baal by Hreael’s feer defeated. 


Of 
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Of idol fraud through every nation, 

Of pious knack and conjuration, 

Pythagoras and tranfmigration, 

From Simon Magus took his text, 

Berofus and Ocellus next, 

Judas Iftariot the Pretender, 

Trophonius’ Cave, and Witch of Endor, 

Of hocus pocus, elbow-fhakers, 

Of whining knaves and convert-makers, 

Of Merlins, mountebanks, and quakers, &c, &c.’* 


Arr. 16. BritifS Scenery; a Poetical Sketch, By a Quendam 
Oxonian and Carthafian, 4to. Bickerftaff. 4s. 1811. 


This is a very good fpecimen of blank verfe, and the author 
demonftrates himfelf to be both an accurate obferver and an ani- 
mated defcriber of the beauties of nature, In the poem the reader 
will find a pleafing fketch of many of the more pitturefque fcenes 
which, in this country, attract theattention and deferve the admira> 
tion of travellers. We fubjoin the defcription of Bath. 


**Of Europe’s towns the queen, in ftructured pride, 
Bath ftands unrivalled: Bath encircled round 
With girdle pi€turefque; why need I name 

Stoke ? Abftone? Wick ? the fairy dale that winds 
Through intermingled meadows, copfe and glade, 
And villages fequettered, (Frefhford, Coombe, 
And Claverton) to Bradford’s.puny mart ? 

Or Farley’s rich domains and mouldering fane ? 

But though 1 praife the countlefs charms that bloom, 
In Bladud’s precinéts, deem not 1 admire 

The crouded rout, or Ball’s promifcuous ftew 
Noxious with vapoars dire, | ever fhunned 

The motley group where with complacent air, 

Self fapient folly {wells his frothy note, 

And the light coxcomb fhakes his mealy wings, 

** Revere thyfelf,’’ well did the fage advife, 

Who penned the maxim, folly’s confluence fhun, 
And fathions fickle brood led by caprice 

To emulate the rainbow, &c. &c.” 


Axt.17. The Tochn, with feveral Minor Poem. By a Member 


of the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s Inm, 400. 4% 
Bickerftaff, 1811. 


This is an elegant publication, and very creditable to the pe. 
etic tafte of the writer. The Tocfin, which introduces the 
tract, is a ferious admonitory poem, in the manner of Goldfmith’s 
Traveller, and much refembling that delightful compofition in 
Many particulars, 


We give a Specimen of the fmaller poems. 


Lines 
5 
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Lines written while viewing the tomb of Ariofto, in the 
Church of the Benedittines at Ferrara, Nov. 13, 1796. 


‘* Ye willows green that wide extend 
O’er meift Ferrara’s marfhy fhore, 
Your heads in pitying languor bend, 
And mourn your favourite bard—no more ! 


It. 
** Ve reeds that tkirt his hallowed grave, 
Where wildly wanders down the vale, 
This poreft ftream, ftill milder wave, 
And figh along the pafling gale ! 


** For here your poet, wildly great, 
His magic numbers fweetly fung ; 
And here inexorable fate, 
For ever ftopp’d his tuneful tongue. 


iv. 


** Yet ftill Orlando’s fame furvives, 
Where cold Orlando’s poet lies, 

Though Fate forbids the bard to live, 
His wreath of laurel never dies,”’ 


It is a pity that the author does not pay a little more attention 
to the accuracy of his rhymes, of which the preceding lines 
exhibic an example, We have alfo deftroyed, as a rhyme to 
cry’d, foil, beguild, afcends, winds, &c. &o. 


Aat. 18. Ovid's Metamorphofes, tranflated by Thomas Orgar, 
W ith the original Latin Text. No.1. 8vo. 48 pp. 1s. 6d, 
To be continued quarterly, in 15 Numbers. Sherwood and 


1831, 


Though we cannot without referve approve the execution of 
this tranflation, yet we are willing to allow that it has merit, and 


it may excite furprife that, to tranflate a poet of fo much cele. 
brity, has devolyed upon a man of no celebsity at all; and who 
probably miftaken admiration of the author’s beauties in the 
original, for abilities to do juftice to thofe beauties in a tranfla- 
tion.” The following fpecimen is in fome refpetts favourable, in 
dthers not. 


fing modefty of the author puts that merit in its faircft 
“ Ata period,” he fays, ‘¢ fo fertile in poetic excellence, 










«¢ Earth had not yet by heav’n’s paternal care 
Upheld her balanc’d orb in ambient air, 

Nor buoyant ocean ftretch’d, on every fide, 
From hore to diftant thore hisbillowy tide, 









Earth, 
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Earth, water, air, maintain'd a mingled reign 

* Twas bafelefs earth, unnavigable main, 

And darken’d ether. Each forfook its form, 
‘To combat in one defolating ftorm. 

While heat with cold maintain’d a dubious fight 
The moift, the dry, the heavy, and the light 
Knew no reftraint, but in confufion hurl’d, 
Vex’d with rude ftorms the elemental world, 
Jove to the mafs a better nature gave, 

Divided earth from air, and land from wave ; 
From flagging mitts a finer effence drew 

To deck th’ ethereal arch with liquid blue ; 
Then poif’d the whole, bade jarring difcord ceafe 
And bound the parted elements in peace.” P. 6, 


Among thefe lines the third and fourth couplet are eminently 
good: clofe to the original, and well-expreffedjin Englith. The 
mention of Jove, foon after, is particularly exceptionable; as 
Ovid ftudioufly avoids naming any particular Deity, and fays 
a few lines lower  quifquis fuit ille Deorum,’’ ‘The remainder 
of the paflage is fo loofe and paraphraftical, as hardly to be traced 
to the original, | 

The author, in his Preface, has fufficiently juftified his under. 
taking ; but among the reafons why a perfon, not eftablifhed as a 
poet, fhould attempt a claflical tranflation, there is one not enu. 
merated, which feems particularly applicable to him; namely, 
that he may try his powers, and exercife them on a good fubject. 
If this was one of his objeéts, he has to a confiderable degree fuc. 
ceeded. His verfification is fmooth and fpirited, and his expref- 
fions, such as have been ftampt with the mint-mark of Poctry. 
Let him therefore perfevere ; but with redoubled care and atten. 
tion, 


Art. 19. Pcems and Letters by the late William Ifaae Roberts, of 
Brificl, deceafed, with fome Account of bis Life. pp. 247. 
103. 6d. Longman. 1811. 


‘The anthor of thefe poems adds another melancholy name to 
the lift of thofe juvenile poets, who have been removed from this 
earthly fphere, before age and experience had matured talents 
jutt beginning to thow. themfelves, and without their being ani- 
mated to future efforts by the cheering tribute of applaufe. Ex- 
amples of premature talent have often been held up to public 
obfervation ; but amongft thofe of ‘later times, few, perhaps, 
have been more remarkable than thofe of Henry Kirke White, 
whofe memoirs by Mr.Southey were prefixed to a pofthumous 
edition of his poems not very long fince, We have heen induced te 
mention the name of White in particular, trom the ftriking fimi- 
larity that exifted in difpofition, talent and genius between him 
and Roberts, We are informed by Mr. Southey, that White was 

| 7 for 
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for fome time articled to an attorney, and that he purfued this 
fludy with the greateft zeal, whilft the author of the prefent work 
was equally induirious and attentive to his duties in a bankin 
houfe ; nor was the application of White in the hours of lcifure 
from bufinefs more ftrenuous than that of Roberts, excepting that 
the objett of the one was to be enabled to purfue his ftudies under 
the foftering aufpices of Alma Mater, while the other only afpired 
to the acquifition of learning. With the fuccefs of the former 
our readers are already acquainted, and it only remains for us to 
lament that the fame unfortunate crifis intercepted the carcer of 
Roberts. In acknowledging with due praife the early genius of 
White, we are compelled to remark a want of filial reverence and 
decorous fenfibility with refpe& to his mother ;_ neither do we 
recollect thrauzhout his poetic effufions any that breathe the more 
tender patlions of the foul. The heart of Roberts, however, 
was of more malleable materials, as the following fhort but ele. 
gant little poem will evince. 


“ Yes, Lady! I had bufh’d my woes, 
Had almoft foothed defpair to fleep ; 

But oh! that look has woke repofe 
Again to love, to wifh and weep! 


“ And can a look fo fweet deceive ? 
A look the parent of delight ; 

Say, can it hike the gleams of eve, 
Smile but a herald of the night ? 


«¢ Or was that murmur’d figh alone, 
"The voice of Pity’s feraph breath ; 

And hope’s young rofe, but fearcely blown, * 
Say muft it deck the brows of death ?”’ P. 40. 


A mind capable of producing at fo early an age, thefe and 
other lines breathing much poetic feeling, we can eafily conceive to 
have been of no common catt ; but were not this fufficiently evident, 
the author of the memoir prefixed, pourtravs his character in fo 
amiable a point of view, that we cannot help fubjoining the fol- 
Towing extract : : 

** The period at length arrived when the remoteft expeRation 
of his recovery could no longer be entertained, and it was then 
refolved that the hopeleffrefs of his tare fhould be eandidly dif. 
clofed to him. He received the awful intelligence with his cha- 
racteriftic magnanimity, and exprefled a deep fenfe of obligation 
to the friend who had felt it his duty to perform this painful 
Office, The tone and remper of his mind, however, remained 
ftill unchanged. His fpirits fuffered no depretlion, his tranquillity 
no sbatement. Every action, every word breathed a fpirit of 
caimnefs and refignation, while long and deep mufings often 
proved that his approaching difiolution wag a fubject of ferious 
and folemn reflection, If fadnefs for a moment clouded his brow, 
it 
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it was when the burfting heart of his mother, or the Rifled tears 

of his fifter, could no longer be concealed. - * For them,’ he had, 

indeed, ¢ ptayed to Jive, and to live with ability for exertion.’ How 

then could he leave them defolate and defencelefs without a 
ang.’” 

After fuch a defcription of the heart and genius of the fubje 
of the prefent article, we fhall not dwell longer on his produc- 
tions ; but we muft add, that we fincerely regret our approbation 
can now render him no fervice. i 
__ This little volume will be found to afford much gratification to 
the lovers of peetry, and all muft admire the truly chriftian ter. 
mination of fuch a life. | 


Art. 20. Catalonia, a Poem; with Notes illuftrative of the 
prefent State of Affairs in the Pevinjula, %vo. 28, 6d. g- 


man. 1811. 


Whether the readers of poetry are increafed in proportion to 
the multitude of poetical productions which load our tables, is a 
queftion we are unable to anfwer, If all fpecimens had as much 
of the true poetical fpirit as this before us; we fhrould certainly 
contemplate them not only‘without reluctance but with com. 
placency. The whole may be recommended.as an effufion of great 
tafte, genuine fenfibility, and much agreeable melody of compo. 
fition, All thefe diftinétions will appear in the following extract, 
and induce our readers to procure the whole. | 


“ No more from mingl'd groups arife, 
The founds that peafant mirth denote ; 
No more ‘the jocund dance fupplies 
The merry:Sequidillas note. 


‘© The graceful air of village maid, 
Would often check the itrangers rein, 
And oft the fleek Francifcan ftaid, 
To liften to the ruftic flrain, 


‘¢ Hard by the low Pofada’s door, 
Secluded from the fultry beam ; 

The Muleteers refrefhing ftore, 
Dripped on the lip-in taper ftream, 


«¢ While turning oft his eager eye, 
In fcattered line his charge he viewed ; 
While o’er the rugged caufeway nigh, 
With tinkling found their way purfued. 


‘© Beneath the latticed window gay, 
Unconfcious of a ftorm fo near ; 

Love whifpering oft his tender lay, 
Bewitched the liftening lady's ear. 


t And 
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¢¢ And while the bafhful fair concealtd, 
Would fing refponfive to his fighs ; 

The favoured lover ftood reveal’d, _ 
Beneath the Capa’s fond difguife. 


** But hark his country calls—the hand, 
That trembling ftruck the light guittar; 
Now firmly grafps a foldier’s brand, 
And love refigns his heart to war.’’ 


The whole forms an elegant and interefting poem. The notes 
demonftrate much knowledge of the manners and prefent circum. 
ftances of Spain, and tend. to confirm what is very generally be. 
lieved the want of cordial fympathy and co-operation with their 
friends and benefactors of this country, 


DRAMATIC, 


Ant. 2t. Montalban, a Tragedy, in Five Afs, v0. - 65 pp. 
2s. 6d. Richardfon. 1811. 


There is no exercife more improving to a young mind than the 
practice of writing poetry ; nor any thing which indicates more 
romifing difpofitions, than the defire to cultivate and excel in it. 
hat defire very ftrongly fhows itfelf in this author, who fays, 
with a truly pleafing enthufiafm, that ‘ the temple of the-Mufes is 
fo delightful an habitation, that to live in its moft lonely and ob. 
fcure corner, unknown, perhaps unnoticed, is -a gratification, 
which thofe who have experienced it can alone explain.” But the 
fame reafons which fanétion the cultivation of poetry, do not au- 
thorize the publication of it; and an author is certainly defrcus 
to quit the ‘* obfcure corner,’’ when he determines to give his 
compofition to the prefs. By this ftep he at once makes himfelf 
cenfurable, though till then his purfuit was truly laudable. A 
candid and equitable reviewer is alfo thus brought into a very 
perplexing fituation. He withes to praife the difpofition, and the 
attempt, but feels himfelf obliged to condemn the execution. 

The prefent author feems to have fome talent for poetry, per- 
haps even for the drama; but he wants as yet fo much of judg- 
ment and experience, that we could not eafily quote a paffage, 
even of a few lines, in which fome of his deficiencies would not 
appear, We carneftly recommend to him to cultivate poetry in 
private, and to ftudy thé beft models, but by no means to publith 
again, for a confiderable time. 1 
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NOVELS, 


Art, 22. The Milehian Chief; a@ Romance. By the Author of 
Montorio, or the Wild Irifh Bry. 4 vols, 12mo. 11.38, 1811, 


Alas! to out thame perhaps, be it confeffed, that néver did wé 
hear of either Montorio, dr the Wild Irifh Boy, and had .it been 
our dettiny never to have feen the Milefian Chief, we might with 
fome, not improbably, have incurred the imputat on of i idity 
or ignorance, or beth, but it would not™have broken Or Hestec 
In ovr youth, we may ourfelves have been fomew hat inclined t6 be 
rhapfodical, but there are many paflages’ in this wild ands extras 
vagant performance which out-rhapfodize all the thapfodies.we 
ever remember to have feen, pani & tregie 

Pray reader take a f{pecimen. . 

€ Sometimes the fun breaks out for a moment, and fheds'a 
green light on the diftane grafly hills dike @ ray of imegination 
playing on a withered heart; but 1 fee far off the fweeping tha. 
dows of the clouds that come to extinguith it and feel ic gone bes 
fore it difappears. ‘This folitade might be favourable to deep 
reflection, but 1 have fo much rea) me ly inmy heart, I am 
afraid to think.’ ‘This brings to recollection the famous lines— 


‘¢ My love it is fo {mall 
It would be greater were it none at all.’’ 


How can any one write, or, what is of more confequence, how 
can any one read four volumes of fuch compofition ? : 


Art. 23. The Sea Devil, or Son of a Bellows Mender. A tragi. 
comic Romance. 2 Vols, By Edward Rot, Seaman, Plymouth 
Dock. gs. : : 


Some authors endeavour to difarm criticifm by their modefty, 
others by an appeal to the reader’s feelings in behalf of poverty, 
but what are we to fay to one who begins thus ? 

‘«¢ When a work of this nature is ufhered into the world, pre- 
ceded by a long ftring of right honourable fubfcribers,. few, if 
any, will ftri¢tly ferutinize its merits * * * * for who will not 
read, and reading admire, a book patronized by Lord A. B,C, 
D. and other equally celebrated of tafte.and fafhion ?’’ 

To this queftion we have a fhort reply, great names weigh not 
with us who point out to the beft of our judgment the real merit. 
of every work, which to fall under our infpeftion, Un. 
der this impreffion we declare the author of ‘the prefent work to 
poffefs both wit and humour; but when'in his preface he is -anx- 
ious to imprefs upon the minds of hjs readers, that he was actuated 
by the beft intentions, we moft differ from ‘him; for we can 
hardly allow a noyel, the ar, which exhibits a ducllift and 
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debauchee as finally profperous, to be proof of any anxious endea. 
vour in the caufe of virtues, 


MEDICINE. 


Ant. 4 P dy feulapian Mesiter ; ; or faithfal Guide to the H:/- 

tory of the Humak Species, dnd mof important Branches of Medi. 
_ €al Philfe rp ks : a with moral RefleBions, and enforced by 
religion By the Rev. Edward Barry, M.D. Re&or 


of St. Mary’ 4, TVallingford. 8vo. ijopp. Longman, 1811. 


The author of this volume, though now a clergyman, was 
bred to the ftudy of phyfic; and finding, doubtlefs, the advan. 
tage of this double qualification in his own cafe, is anxious to 
impart a fhare of it to others. He argues, not without force, 
that fome general knowledge of medical facts, and of the ftructure 
wf the himan body, mouft be ofeful to all perfons, and therefore 
has angertaken to communicate it to the wninftructed, It cannor 
be expected that, in the compafs of fo {mall a volume, profvund 
or extenfive knowledge can be imparted, but hints which are at 
once clear and concife may be fuccefifully conveyed by means ofa 
judicious feleftion of fubjetts. 

After fome very curfory account of the principal f{ciences con. 
neéted with medicine, (among which modern fy fiematic botany 
feems by no means to enjoy his favour) Dr. B. with no lefs ra- 

idity defcribes the ftru€ture of the human body, borrowing from 

r; Paley fome very ftriking obfervations on the wonderful com- 
bination ref the:whole. He then proceeds to the view of dif. 
eafes, of which he firft {peaks generally, and then defcends t6 
particulars, . under ra heads of fevers, inflammatory and putrid ; 
fcarlatina, cow- we fooling directions for that fpecies of in- 
oculation; meailes, confumption, apoplexy, palfy, jaundice, 
dropfy, cholera morbus, rheumatifm, gout ; under which heads 
we are rather futprifed to find no mention of the Kan Medicinale ; 
and laftly, the difeafes of literary and. fedentary perfons. The 
remainder of the book is occupied by diredtions for the recovery 
of patients from the effects of fuddenaccidents, poifons, &c. The 
utility of fuch clear and familiar hints, rrp perfon of found 
knowledge, willbe betrer appreciated by thofe who feel the want 
of them, than by al men, and perfons. to whom thefe 
fads have long been knew 


GEOGRAPHY. 


geet ware pe of . Ancient Geography. By Monfeur 
Ditwville the Reyal. ney of Lert a ee a. 
\Tranflated fram the French y apy Maps, carefully 
in 


reed Jr te of the aris Imperial Bolio ; swith a 
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Map of Roman Britain from the learned John Horfler, M.A. 
F.R.S. and with Prolagomena and Notes by the Tranflator. 
Calculated, for private Libravies, as well as for the Uh off 
Schools. . 8vo, 2 vols. ai. 18, ,Faulder, 1810. 


The excellent Compendium of D’Anville having. been before 
the public opwards of forty years, aod wellknown to, the 
learhed of this country, for the chief part of that time, it is cer, 
tainly rather extraordinary that it has never till now ip 
an Englith tranflation, The. prefent publication ns 
be welcomed as a moft ufeful acquifition to the ftudent. .. The 
notes of the tranflator, though not numerous, are ul, and 
Add to the value of the work. .Of the maps it, mutt in juft, 
be faid, that they are very greatly fuperior to thofe publith 
with the original work ; eh fuller of names, much more neath 
executed, and to all appearance carefully reduced from the folio 
originals, as is profeffed iit thé title page, The addition of the 
map from Horfley muft be very acceptable to the Englith reader; 
ahd the reafvn afligned for its introdution is fuch'as cannot fail 
to be approved.’ ‘* My author having obferved:as his. reafon for 
giving a particular map of Gaal, that the fubject is particularly 
interefting to a Frenchman,. I have. fuperinduced one ; of 
Roman Britain, from the learned John Horfley,. M.A. F.R.S, 
Suppofing this to be not lefs interefting to the pd of the 
cunquerors of this province .of the, empire.’* |, ‘The, tranflator. 
adds, .**. To gratify the years [ probably ingeanous ] cuti- 
ofity of youth, for. whofe ufe this English edition is princi. 
pally defigned, I have.annexed etymologies of the Greek names, 
that are not {ufficiently interpreted in the cext.’’, P, xili, 








Of the tranflation nothing particilar requires to be faid. Ie 
muft have been a tak of Se lavour bs oso what. is 
little more, than a catalogue of names, which, required only ace 
curacy, and admitted not of ornament. The. indexes. are. ime 
proved (why the tranflator writes izdices we cannot guefs) by 
confolidatiqn, and the whole, work has ences. extremely 
convenient for reference and ufe,..To make a book known 
to the public; is in faét to recommend it, ai ia 


POLITICS, © 


Ant. 26.. Hints toall Cla san the State of the Country at tbis see 
mentous Crifit. B) ome of the People. vo. 28 pp. 165 6d, 
J. J. Stockdale. i812, | 
This politician appears to be what is-ufually called a good fort 

chad erage writing and printing ‘this cra@y very 

gtievoufly tormented with the hyp. He remarks upon a 

8 


‘number 
of changes which have taker place in the tate of Eogiith 
wirhin tela forty year fome of more and fome of ich souk 
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quence. He lanients among other things the difufe of bag-wigs 
atid fwords, arid coaches:and fix, andrural hofpitality, But the 
greateft lamentation feems to be founded on a certain myfterious 
and inquifitorial commiffion ‘which, it feems, took place in 1806. 
At. the fame time heallows that two of the greateit luminaries of 
the law were-employed in it, and that the object of the enquiry 
was “ an illuftrious foreigner!’* It is not difficult to.guefs, to 
what inveftigation the author here alludes; but till we are more 
éorrectly informed as to the particulars of it, we cannot pretend 
to judge what bearings it had, or could poffibly have, upon the 
gene ‘rights of Britifh fubjects. - Delicacy was the apparent rea- 

for the fecrecy attempted, but not entirely kept ; and per. 

there are excellent reafons why the fame referve fhould {till 

maintained. 


DIVINITY. 


Art, 27. 4 Sermon on the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, by 
- the Rew. James Rudge, A. B. Curate and Le&urer of S:. Anne, 
Limeboufe, Second Edition. 12mo. 6d. Rivingtons. 18:11. 


However a congregation may beimpreffed by the perfuafive elo- 
uence of the preacher, unlefs its good effects are manifefted by 
their frequent appearance at the Lord’s Table, it is to be feared 
that ict will prove but of lictle avail. 

* The author of this difcourfe details a plain but fatisfattory 
account of the inftitution of the Sacrament, the importance of 
its object and the neceflity of frequent appearance at the Holy 


Communion; that he has done this ‘well and effeCtually 1s 


~ fufficiently manifeit by his difcourfe having come to a fecond edi- 


tion, “before it ted itfelf for our examination. We very 
much approve of the publication of fuch difcourfes as the prefent, 
in a cheap and convenient form. 


Art. 28. The Dignity and Duty of Magiffrates; a Sermon 
preached before the Honourable Mr. Fuftice Grofe, and the Ho- 
woxrable Mr. Baron Thomfon, at the Affixes, in St. Martin’: 
Church, Leicefter, on Thurfday, Auguft 8, 1811, by Thomas Ford, 
L.L.D. Vicar of Melt Mowbray, and heretofore Student of 
Chrift Church, Oxford. 8vo. pp. 24. 18. 6d. Rivingtons. 181. 


‘: Dr. Ford, in what he calls his Premonition, acknow. that 
this férmon is founded (at leaft) on one of Bifhop on’s. 
He confeffes the plagiarifm, and is cohtented to exprefs rio other 
with as. to its » than chat it may be the means of intro. 
ducing the fermons of that excellent prelate to the ftudy of the 
younger brethren of the miniftry. We have before had occafion 
to exprefs our fentiments upon this modern mode (as we mult call 
it) of republifhing in the way of abridgement the fermons of our 

ancient 
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ancient divines, - particularly, as Dr. F. calls them, the Apofelit 

Fathers of the Exglifo Church, fuch as Bithop Andrews, Babington, 

Browning, Hall, Taylor, &c. That it is good to preferve fuch 

difcourfes and exercifes from oblivion, and to fecure the benefit of 
fuch able and excellent admonitions to the people of all ages, 

there can be no doubt ; we are only fearful that iu the of 

republication lately adopted, the enemies of the church may find 

occafion to fufpeét the living clergy of a lack of abilities or in. 

duftry, in the way of original compofition, Be this however as 

it may, it behoves us to fay of this fermen, that. whatever hare 

either Bifhop Sanderfon or Dr. Ford may have had in it, the’ 
publication altogether is excellent in its way, fo much fo, indeed, . 
that we could {carcely point out a better model for an affize 

fermon from the whole ftore of our reading in that line. ..Much, 

of courfe, we conclude to be exclufively Bifhop Sanderfon’s own, 

from the Premonition of the author, but the clofe of it bears allu. 

fion and reference to events fo recent, and of fuch immediate and 

temporary intereft, that in tranfcribing it, we apprehend we 

thall be doing bar common juftice to the author, who has cer- 

tainly aaengee moft admirably to blend his own thoughts with 
thofe of his learned prototype, and we are certain we thould pay 

Bifhop Sanderfon himfelf no bad compliment, were we to affign 
to him every expreflion and fentimept,, which is. not temporary, 
in the following eloquent and impreffive peroration.. 

* Continuance of bleffings is too apt to. extinguith that grati-. 
tude towards the author of them, which it ought to cherith ; but. 
in the prefent enumeration of them, it is happily mot, the cafe. 
Juftice is not lefs regarded, becaufe it maketh, chefe awful pro. 
ceffions annually, but the more. revered and admired.on that very 
account: for juftice is one of thee rivers, the frreams whereof 
make glad the cities of God; refrefhing every, foil through which, 
it floweth, the qwilderac/s as well as the fruitful field; and she. 
little bills rejoice om every fide. Such pings have we, by. the 
mercies of our God, enjoyed for above half a century, under the 
favoured reign of George the Third: whom may it pleafe the 
Almighty God, the Xing of Kings, and Supreme Difpofer of all 
events, at chié- very alarmin par » to fupport, fuccour, help,’ 
and deliver, under the mot direful, moft de ponding, and ‘imoh. 
incurable of maladies, to which human nature is fubje&t! We. 
would blefs God, that. our dear Monarch hath hitherto been fo 
fignally preferved, the Sather af Ws people, among us; and that a 
long aad convincing experience hath begat in us that aflurance and 
confidence, which made duty a delight, and “15 tien Joya 
into affeftion. Nor fhall the memory of bis high chara@er. be 
eafily effaced or forgotten, whilft. prineely sian voited with 
all gracious condefcenfion, public. integrity, domeftic virtues, and. 
rerfonal goodnefs, have a name. and praife among men.. 10 expe- 
tiate upom.his mild and ss government, were to apply be 
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allewho have their feclings about them; al} who have ever known 
or heard what hath been his unweariéd atténtior to the welfare 
and indulgence of afl ranks and orders in his dominions; to the 
pee ee of arts, advancement of /eieates, encoutagement of 
induftry and agriculture, patronage of néwly inftituted: charities, 
and avementation of old ones;~ what his fteady adherence to 
etclefiafical polity, and civil freedom; what. his munificent reward 
of merit; what his diftinguifhing promotion of Joxour ; and, not 
the leaft, that firft act of his reign, the emanation of his own 
great /pirit—Y mean, the fecuring to his people the fouxtain of law 
clear,'and its current free, by the dignity, independency, and per. 
manency of the Juoces for life. ; | ath | 
*€°And when bit days fall be expired, and himfelf called to 
exchange a corruptible crown for an incorruptibl-, \et'us indulge 
the rs affiance that his fuccefor, our prefent gracious Re- 
gent, may be Prengthened in bis kingdom, as Solomon was after 
David ; and that the God of bis father may be with him, and map. 
aify Bim exceedingly. ‘Then thall we continue to enjoy, under his 
aufpices, that zational profperity, which is the’ product of jaf? go- 
dernment and dutiful fubje@ion, © ~ | 3) 
e¢ What part all faichfal fubjeéts are bound to contribute to the 
public good, their refpeétive ftations and opportunities muft point 
gut to them. ~Somie, by their eminence, and more enlarged un- 
derflandings, ate called to the honoufable office -of advifing the 
Sovereign in affairs of ftate ; they will do it according to their 
beft ‘aforination, and with a fixed attention to the common in- 
terett, and° that of their matter ; which good policy will never 
put afunder. ~ Others have to frght the ‘king*s battles, and to go 
forth agzintt his ‘and their enemies ; with what alatrity atid refo- 
lation, ‘hefe enemies themfelves be witneffes. We, the clergy, 
Have ‘a part affigned us ; and a part itis of no trifling confidera- 
tion atl account." It is to form’ the principles of the rifing gene. 
ration; to teach men betiimes to reverence avthority ; to obey 
magifirates ;' to Bonddr all men’; love the brotherhood; ‘fear God ; 
Howeur the King. “tia word, to ‘make good*men and good ‘fub- 
jets, shat we may live a quiet and peaceable life in all godlinei and 
Boney; our land wnay be the jay of the whole earth. And ye, Oye 
boncura ble and mach honoured perfonages, before whom I {peak, 
the Lord that loveth Judgment, dire? your work in truth ; make 
you fo acibous for his ‘name, ‘fo faithful to your Sovereign, fo 
righteous in your decifious, fo merciful in your fentences, and fo 
firm in your proceedings, that the mu/tirudes who fee and hear 
you may ever hail your vatrance, delight in your prefexce, keep 
your charge, abide By your ‘jadgment, fend you forth with their 
prayers and thanks, and above all, that’ we may have reafon to 
transfer our thoughts from yout temporal tribunal to rhe judgment 
feat of Chri; to which we are all cited, atid before which we mu 
all appear ; tor behold ! He cometh, he cometh to Judge the darth? 
7 oo rT with 
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with righteoufne/t to judge the eworld ; and the people with bis truth? 
To Him be glory for ever and ever, Amen.” 

This fermon was publithed at the requeft of the High Sheriff 
and Grand Jury, and it certainly well deferved fo public and dif, 
tinguifhed a mark of praife and approbation. , 


Axt.29. Scripture Dire@ory; or an Attempt to affift the uxlearned 
Reader to underfiand the General Hiftory and leading SubjeAi of 
the Old Teflament,. By Thomas Jones, Curate of Creator, 120. - 
140 pp. 28. 6d. Seeley, 1811, . ' 


Abridgements and Compendiums of the Bible are very numér. 
ous, but we do not recollect any one that is executed upon a clearer ’ 
plan than this, or more likely to be inftruétive. The author firft 
gives a view of the order and principal fubjeéts of each book, ° 
then a brief table of the contents of each chapter, and laftly, genes. 
ral obfervations on the tendency of the book, and the things prins 
cipally to be learned from it. It is perfectly evident that, with 
this Book by. his fide, every reader of the Bible (which every 
Chriftian ought to be) will gain with greater eafe and accuracy a 
general notion of its contents, and wil] be more able to ftudy that 
holy book,.as the author jadicioufly recommends, ‘¢ in a regular ' 
manner.” That is, going fteadily through it, from beginning to" 
end, and endeavouring to fix the {dbftance of the whole in the” 
memory’. ae | ‘ 

; f : ¥v 
Arar. 30: Conferences between the Danifo Chriftian Miffcnaries’ 
refidemt at Trauguebar and the Heathen Natives of Hindooftan,~ 
rom the original Mannfeript. By an Officer in the Service of the” 
Honturable Eoft India Company. i12zmo. §3.° Johnfon. 1812, 


We thould probably not have diftinguifhed this volume by: any 
notice, had we not thought it our duty to caution our readers 
againtt being impofed upon by thefe pretended conferences, intra. 
duced as they are with the ftale and hacknied fubterfuge of their 
being found in a recefs or clofet. | 

The writer, whoever he may be, appears either to be very” ig. 
norant of the genuine Chriftian doctrine, or ta have grofsly and 
wilfully mifreprefented it. He mult alfo be very little acquainted 
with the religious creed of India, and the ftate of morals among: 
the inhabitants of Hindooftan, Having faid thus much wedif. 
mils this publication to its deftined obfcurity, 1 


Aart. 33. Perfenal Reform, the only fure and cff:fual Bafis of 

National Reform. A Sermon. By the Rev, Charles Moore, 

M.A. one. of the fix Preathers in the Metropalitical Church of 

Canterbury, 400. 29 pp. 28. Hatchard. 1810. — 

The very worthy and fenfible author of this difcourle has 
: P4 © ceafed 
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ceafed, fince.it was publifhed, to teach and to inftruct *,. except 
by what he has thus fete in print. His very laborious compilation 
on the fubjeét of fuicide, in two volumes, gto. and three other 
detached difcourfes, are the memorials which he has left of his 
zeal, diligence, and ability to do good. 

The importance as well as the truth ofthe pofition main. 
tained in the prefent difcousfe, will be allowed by all reafonable 

rfons; and the manner in which it is enforced by the author, 
1s calculated to be’ highly ufeful. We infert a fhort {pecimen, 
aig | that the text is, ‘* Phyfician heal thyfelf.’’ 

** Before then we prefume to fet up for reformers of others, 
it would better become us to examine our own hearts, and deeply 
to enter into the views and principles of our own general con. 
duét: how far, for inftance, we are difpofed to do our own 
duty as individuals in our refpective ftations and callings; and 
thus to contribute by the rectitude of our own. Chriftian morals 
to the general good of fociety. Before we prefume, in parti- 
cular, to meddle in fuch matters of ftate as are evidently above 
our fphere of management, having japee & neither experienced 
an education fuitable thereto, nor being endowed with an enlarge. 
ment of knowledge and underftanding capable of conduéting the 
fame—before (I fay) we prefume to cenfure and revile our public 

overnors, we fhould do well to confider, how far we ourfelves have 

ferved ill or well of the public by our own private conduct. 
Thou therefore, who mayeft take upon thee to exclaim, ** My go- 
vernors are employed in a fyftem of corruption,’ art thou fure 
that thy own hand was never ready, nor would be ready, to re. 
ceive a proffered bribe in any fhape beft adapted tothe gratifi- - 
cation of thy own feelings and paffions? If thou exclaimeft, 
“* The elected reprefentatives of the people are apt to ferve their 
own interefts alone,’’ look to the days of election itfelf; obferve 
the venality of the great body:of eleGtors ; examine what is 
going forward among them, and then judge whether the cor. 
ruption be all en one fide. ‘* Thou crieft out, “* My governors 
are faithlefs and deceitful:’’ art thou then the conftant promoter 
of truth and fincerity in thy own perfon at home? Thou com.. 
plaineft, ‘“* My fuperiors are haughty and fupercilious ;”’ art thou 
always kind and gracious to thy family, domeftics, and infe- 
riors? Thou who exclaimeft, ‘* My governors are imperious 
and tyrannical,’’ art thou at all times mild, merciful, and mo- 
derate at home?’’ P. 12. 

The author was already difabled, by long illnefs, from de~ 
livering his difcourfe himfelf, but he dedicated it to‘ his pa- 
rifhioners of St. Nicholas, in Rochefter, for whom it was com. 
pofed : to prove to them, that though he had been long confined - 
to his houfe, ‘* his thoughts and his pen were ftill employed in 
their fervice.”” ‘This pitture of a declining minifter is always 


Bat « ® See Gent. Mag. Dec. 1811, ‘p. 592. 
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afeting. To us it is particularly fo. in this infkance, becaufe 
we koew the maa! 


q 


MISCELLANIES. 


Ant. 32. ~Phedri Fabula in ufum Scholarum expurgate, exm Notis 
Anglicit, Studio C, Bradley, A: M. Loud, in Zid. Valpian. 
Longman. 4%. 1812. ‘ynarey 


‘Various haye been the editions of Phedrus, exprefsly publifhed 
for the ufe of fchools, fome with claves, others with interpreta. 
tions, and many with the ordo verborum annexed, .Mr., Bradley 
purfdes a different fyftem, and merely ge the text, with fome 
fuch concife notes in Englith as may, be efteemed ufeful and in. 
ftructive to pupils. This indeed is,a plan we approve in. prefe- 
rence to either that ef claves, which teach bo s to be idle, and 
diffatisfied when requefted to tranflate any paflage in which words 
are found, for which it may. be neceflary to confult their dic. . 
tionary : and fuperior to the ordo verborum, becaufe here the pu- 
pil is compelled to exert his own judgement, and difcover the 
chief words in each fentence. We have frequently indeed known 
boys who ceuld conftrue a_paffage with tolerable fluency, when 

fleffed with the order of the words, who have been totally at a 

fs when atked the fame paflage -without this order, Having 
ftated this, we fcruple not to recommend ‘the prefent publication 
as a very ufeful work for {chools or private tuition, 


Art, 33. A Letter upon the mifchiewous Influence of the Spanifo 
Inguifition, as it a@ually exifts in the Provinces under the Spanifo 
Government. Tvranflated from El Bfpanol, a periodical Spanif>- 
Fournal publifoed in London. $vo. 18.64. Johnfon. 1811, 


The fenfible writer of this pamphlet. introduces it with a ftory - 
of a poor miferable girl, who for her fanaticifm was firft confined 
for four years in the cells of the Inqwifitioh, and afterwards bar- 
baroufly executed at an Auto de Fe at Seville, He was a fpec. 
tator of this enormity which happened only thirty years ago, He’ 
proceeds to obferve, that notwithftanding the prefent political 
§ituation of the country the fame laws ffill exift in Spain, and in 
all their force, But the worft of the prefent and exifting ope. 
rations of the Spanith Inquifition is, that they impofe an eternal 
teftraint upon a good education. The lift o books prohibited 
is fo mumerous and fo extenfive, that the ftudent is confined to 
Thomas Aquinas, the Laws of Spain, or the Atrorney’s Guide, 
If an ingenyous youth is ambitious of overcoming or avoiding 
thefe obitru@tiens to knowledge, the terrors of excommunication 
ate before him; he mult, if called upon, deliver up all his books 
aceufe the procurer, and violate the moft fatred bonds of cong 
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fidence. The writer in his own perfon experienced thefe evils, 
It is finally propofed in this tract to difarm the Inquifition of its 
fting, and the mode recommended feems very plaufible, of eafy 
execution, and can only be oppofed or rejected by remorfelefs in. 
tolerance, or the moft éxtravagant bigotry. 


Ant. 34. Salmagundi; or the Whim-Whams and Opinions of 
Launcelot Langftaff, Efq. and others. Reprinted from the Ame. 
rican Editiex, with an introdu@tory Effay, and explanatory Notes. 

ie Jokun Lambert. remo. Two Volumes. 12s. Richard. 
on, 1811. 


The refinements of fatirical humour feldom appear in an early 
ftage of literary progrefs, and our American brethren have pro- 
bably many fteps to make, not only in writing, bat in focial 
elegance, before they can hope, in any degree, to rival the bett 
of our beft periodical effays. It is, however, an objet of rea- 
fonable curiofity to fee what they are doing, and the Britifh 
poblic have, therefore, obligations to Mr. J]. Lambert,‘ for the 
re. production of this work among us. ‘The Salmagundi is a col- 
leftion of effays, publifhed at New York, at periods not ex. 
afily regular, but nearly at the rate of one in a fortnight, and 
they were received throughout the States with unprecedented 
applaufe. 

mf along, but fenfible, introduftory effay, the editor labours, 
very laudably, to foften the prejudices generally entertained in 
this country, againft any work of American origin. We do not 
believe that there exifts among us fo much prejudice of that kind 
as he fuppofes, having known. many republications from . the 
American prefs extremely well received : and we have alv-ays 
lent our aid toany thing that might tend evenin the remoteft degree 
to revive the kindnefs that #atxrai/ly thould fubfift between us. 
‘« Thefe effays,’’ fays the editor, ‘* partake more of the broad 
humour and fatirical wit of Rabelais and Swift, than the refined 
morality of Addifon and Johnfon; their.chief aim is to raife a 
laugh at the expence of folly and abfurdity, and to lath the vices 
of fociety with the rod of fatire,’’ p. xxxvii. With what pro- 
pricty Swift is here clafled with Rabelais, and otherwife cha- 
racterized, we shall not ftop to enquire; but itis certain that 
the humour of Salmagundi is coarfe and flippant, and though it 
may amufe, is not likely to fatisfy the tafte of Britifh readers. 

Moch illuftration of American manners. will, however, be 
found in thefe pages, and fatirical attacks, of fome force, againft 
certain Englith travellers, and againft a writer of their own, 
named Feffenden, whofe Hudibraftics in favour of the Tractors, 
we long ey [ Brit, Crit. xxi. ¢52, alfo his Poems, xxv. 
196.) following recipe for a New York lady’s full drefs, - 
will illuftrate at once the fathions of the place, and the ftyle of 
tlie efayitts, | Seg Bt anreicn. 

nig “« Take 
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“© Take of f{pider-net, crape, fatin, gymp, cat.gut, gauze, 
whalebone, ease bobbins, HBbose and artibcial owers, as 
much as will rig out the congregation of a village.church ; to 
thefe add as many fpaugles, beads, and gew.gaws, as would be 
fufficient to turn the heads of all the fafhionable fair ones of Noor. 
ka-Sound. Let Mrs. Toole or Madam Bouchard, [Milliners, } 
patch all thofe articles together, one upon another, dafh them 
plentifully over with ftars, ~— and tinfel, and they will 
altogether form a drefs, which, hung upon a Jady’s back, can. 
not fail of fupplying the place of beauty, youth, and grace, and 
of reminding the fpectator of that celebrated region of finery, 
called Rag-fair.’’ Vol. 1. pe §1- 

It cannot be expected, however, that, in fo fhort an account, 
we can give an accurate idea of a very mifcellaneous work : we 
therefore recommend thofe readers, whofe curiofity may be at all 
excited by what we have faid, to feck the fatisfa€tion of it in 
the book itfelf, ' 


Aart. 35. Prefent State of the Spanifh Colonies, including a parti. 
cular Report of Hifpaniola, or the Spanifh Part of St, Dominge, 
avith e general Survey of the Settlements on the Scuth Continent of 
America, as redotes to Hiflory, Trade, Population, Cuftoms, ‘Man- 
ners, Fe. with a concife Statement of the Sentiment: of the People 
on th ir relative Situation to their Mother Country, Se. By Wil- 
liam Walter, jun. Secretary to the Expedition which captured the 
City of Santo Dimingo from the French, and Refident Britife Agent 
there, 8vo. 2vols. 11 1s. 1812. ' 


This is one of the many publications of the kind to which) We 
would willingly give a principal place in our journal, but t 
have of Jaté fo multiplied upon us, that unlefs we fatisfied owr- 
felves with giving a concife opinion of their contents and merits, 
we fhould be totally unable to keep pace with the public curiofity, 
The author gives in his firft volume a circumftantial account of 
Hifpaniola from its firft difeovery, its foil, natural hiftory, 
pulation, prefent manners, and the advantages which are likely to” 
refult from difpoffefling the French of this interefting country. 
To this volume an appendix of confiderable extent is fubjoined 5‘ 
in which fome of the articles ‘appear of no great importance, 

The fecond volume is employed in defcribing the other 
of Spanith America, the varieties of climate, the ftate of trade, 
population, and the opinions of the author on the.relative fate of 
the Spanith Colonies to the mother country. To this volame alfo 
a long Appendix is fubjoined, containing fome curious and inter. 
efting articles. We.wouldgladly give anextraét, but it muft then . 
be deferred to another time. The volumes will be foundiinterefting 
ahd acceptable at the prefent period. They have alfo the embellith. 


ments of a plan of the city of St. Domingo, and the aidan | 
king 





. 


by the. Britifh army on its capture, with a head of the 
1 4 
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hive of Spain, and a reprefentation of a Sogpies ido] of the .. 
gan kind carved in granite, and found in Hifpaniola, 


Art. 36. Ana Account of the different Charities belonging to the 

bo of the County of Norfolk, abridged from the Returns under Gil. 

bert's AG to the Hoxfe of Commons in 1786, and from the Terriers 

' jn the Office of the Lord Bifbcp of Norwich. By Zachary Clark, 
AIL. 


This is a fomewhat fingular, bet benevolent and eventually a 
‘ very important peblication. Zachary Clark, the author, fome 
time betore Mr. Gilbert's Bill of 1786, was introduced into Par. 
liament, employed himfelf in afcertaining in the county of Nor. 
folk, where he refided an account of the different charities which 
well difpofed individuals had bequeathed for the ufe of the poor. 
His objeét, doubtlefs, was the amiable one of being the inftru- 
ment of preventing their furure mifapplication and mifmanagement, 
With this view he fubmitted to great labour and dncurred much 
inconvenience and expence, in obiaining copies of wills, decrees, 
terriers, and other authentic documents. Mr. Gilbert’s bill and 
the active kindnefs of the Bifhop of Norwich facilitated his ex- 
ertions ; and the public now poffefs an authentic account in al- 
phabetical order of all the different charities of the various 
parifhes in the county of Norfolk. It is unneceflary to expatiate 
upon the utility or importance of fuch an undertaking ;. it fpeaks 
for itfelf. Mr, Clarkfon whofe exertions in the caufe of benevo- 
lence are fufficiently known and appreciated, has introduced the 
work by a very fenfible preface, in which. the motives, progrefs, 
difficulties, and final fuccefs of the author are circumftantially de- 
tailed. 
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A Differtation on the Bite of a Rabid Animal ; being the Sabftance of an 
Effay which reecived a Prize from the Royal College of Surgeons in London, 
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A Treatife on fome practical Points relating to the Difeafes of the Eye. 
By.the late John Cunningham Saunders, Demonfiretor in Anatomy at St. 
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Perfons in general. By John Millard, Afliftant Librarian at the Surrey 
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Dr. Marfh is printing an Appendix to his late publication 
on the Confequences of neglecting t6 give the Prayer Book 
with the Bible. 

Mr. Saumerez will publith in a few days a Work on the 
Philopephy of Phyfiobgy, and of Phyfies; ‘comprehending an 
examination of the modern Syftems of Philofophy. ~ 

Some Aceount of a Journey into Albania Roumelia, and 
ether Provinces of Turkey, during the Years 1809 énd 1810, 
by Mr. C. Hobhou/e, will {peedily appear.” a 

A fecond and much enlarged Edition of Remarks on the 
Parifh Regifier Bill, by the worthy Vicar of Bofton, will 
fhortly be publifhed, containing, outlines of a’ propofed 
Parith Regier Bill; and of another for Diffenters. © © 

_ Mr, Bulleck is printing an enlarged Caalogue: of : his 
Mufeum now removing to the new pultrng ictadilly, . 

The Ifle of Palms and other Poems, by Mr. Wilfon of Mage 
dalen College, Oxford, will be publi 1ed in a few days... . 

A new Grammar of the Spanifh Language, by Mr. L, I. A. 
Mc. Henoy, a native of Spain, will {peedily appear. 

The Third’ Votame of Mr. Britton’s Architeftural Anti- 
quities of Great Britain, with feventy Engravings is nearly 
veady for publication... — yt ? 

A [plendid Volume is alfo announced by the fame. Author, 
entitled, the Fine “Arts of the Englifp. School. The Work 
will contain twenty four Engravings, with a fuitable portion 
of Letter Prefs. Plates are engraved by Scott; Pye, 
Cardon, &c. from Pi@tures by Sir J. Réynoids, Weft, 
Gainfborough, &c. &c,. Orhers from Sculpture, by Banks, 
Flaxman, &c. | 

Leiters on Marriage, on the Caufes of matrimonial Infidelity, 
and on the reciprocal Relations of the Sexes, by Mr. H. ZT. Kir- 
chener, in two {mall Volumes, willa ina few days. 

Mr. Fletcher, of Blackburne, “wil y publith, Remajns 
of the jate Rev. E. White, of Chefler, from Papers in the 
poffefhon of the late Mr. Spencer, of Liverpool, ..._. :. 

_ Sheiches of Cottage Characters by the Author of the Antidote 
to the Mileries of Human Life, ‘ate printing in two diodes 
cimo- V olumes. eS RE ae aR ame 

A fecond Edition of the Genius of the Thames, P. a, 
and other Poems, by T. L. Peacock, will be {peedily publifhed. 








